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FROM POTSDAM 10 
PARIS—ONE YEAR 
OF FOREIGN POLICY 


By MILTON HOWARD 


ArTeR EXPERIENCING the gigantic 
events of the world war against the 
Axis states, the peoples had every 
reason to expect a period of peace. 
Such was their hope one year ago as 
the armies of the American-Soviet- 
British coalition lunged forward to- 
ward Berlin and victory in May, 
1945. 

Yet, one year after, peace is pre- 
carious. The Paris meeting of the 
Big Four foreign ministers is tense 
with strains. So relentlessly has the 
press dinned the talk of another 
world war looming that public 
opinion has begun to accept it fatal- 
istically, without any precise realiza- 
tion as to what it will entail. 

It will be useful to examine the 
history of the anti-Axis coalition, to 
determine the reasons for its present 
crisis and possible collapse, and what 
this remarkable turn of events, from 
Potsdam 1945 to Paris 1946, sign- 
ifes for the American working class. 


THE STRUGGLE FOR 
THE COALITION 


The coalition against the Axis 


posed the problem of working agree- 
ments between bourgeois-democratic 
states and the great Socialist State. It 
was the calculation of the Axis lead- 
ership that there were insuperable 
obstacles to the organization of a 
coalition between these two sectors 
of the world. That calculation 
proved to be false. 


Objective necesities—in which the 
Soviet Union played such a deter- 
mining part—over-riding the preju- 
dices, fears and hatreds of the ruling 
classes in Britain and the United 
States, created the conditions that 
made such a coalition inevitable. 


The coalition had its uneven his- 
tory. Collective security for stopping 
Nazi aggression was proposed by the 
Socialist state following Hitler’s ad- 
vent to power. Marxist-Leninist 
science first and alone most clearly 
revealed the essential character of 
German fascism as a drive, not mere- 
ly for a re-division of the existing 
markets and colonies, but for a dom- 
ination of the entire world, including 
its great national states. Marxist- 
Leninist science enabled the work- 
ing class Communist parties in the 
capitalist countries to appreciate the 
same truth, and to act as the van- 
guard in revealing the danger to the 
national existence of their countries. 
But, Marxist-Leninist science is not 
admired or applied by the propertied 
classes which rule the capitalist 
states. The slogan for collective sec- 
urity against German-Japanese ex- 
pansion fell on deaf ears from 1933 
to 1941, eight years in which the fas- 
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454 
cist enemy was permitted to conquer 
Europe, a good part of Asia, and 
reach the very brink of success. As 
the alternative to a coalition with the 
Socialist State, the ruling circles of 
Britain and France gambled on the 
possibility of a world capitalist coali- 
tion or understanding within which 
German imperialism would be 
bought off by pledges of limitless 


booty to the East. American ruling - 


class opinion wavered between the 
counsels of Hoover and Vandenberg, 
urging the advisability of non-inter- 
ference with German expansion, and 
the far-sighted views of President 
Roosevelt. The latter’s “quarantine 
the aggressor” policy met with seri- 
ous resistance in the ranks of his 
own class and was_ insufficiently 
pressed by the President. The 
Hoover line was aided by the Dies 
and Social-Democratic type of pro- 
pagandists, who presented the “quar- 
antine the aggressor” policy as a 
“trojan horse” operating in the sole 
interest of the Soviet state. 

Confronted with this blindness of 
foreign policy as applied in the super- 
crafty shallowness of Chamberlains 
and Daladiers, the Socialist State 
sought to protect itself, to gain time, 
by signing the German-Soviet non- 
aggression pact. 

The essential character of German 
fascist expansionism was charac- 
terized definitively by Marxism-Len- 
inism as unlimited in its aims and 
menacing in every direction. This es- 
sential character did not change and 
could not change. German fascism, 
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in alliance with Japanese militarism, 
remained a force for the conques 
and subjugation of all states. 
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the day of the Nazi attack upon th 
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Soviet Union, and the final realizj. ’ 


No intrigues of the Munich circles 
in the governments of the capitalist 
states could alter that fundamental 
fact. With the sabotage and eventual 
wrecking of the Soviet-urged Peace 
Front by the Munich policy of the 
Western powers, World War II was 
an inevitable consequence. 


THE ANTI-AXIS COALITION 
DEVELOPS 
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The coalition began its difficul break 
evolution. It evolved through thiig.,-,, 
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regard to the Second Front’§i,, , 
through the Teheran agreements» 7 
(December, 1943) “on the scope any, a7) 
timing of the Second Front,” as well ipe o 
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Nazism and fascism from Europe 
were solemnly agreed upon. 

The Potsdam agreements, together 
with the Crimea agreements, con- 
stituted the high-point of the anti- 
Axis coalition. 

As events were to prove, they were 
also the eve of the approaching crisis 
of the coalition, a crisis deliberately 
created by the ruling classes of Brit- 
ain and the United States under the 
impact of a sharp reversal of policy. 
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the Security Council, with Britain, 
the Soviet Union, the U.S., France, 
and China having permanent seats 
and veto power. 

Such was the peace basis estab- 
lished as a result of the anti-Axis 
coalition which crushed German and 
Japanese expansionism. 


REACTION RESURGENT 


Yet, even at San Francisco there 
began to appear the more or less 
rapid emergence of the imperialist- 
reactionary calculations which had 
been over-ridden during the war by 
the common necessity to wage a na- 
tional war in coalition with the So- 
cialist State. American policy, now 
dominated increasingly by the sin- 
ister Vandenberg, spokesman for the 
old Hoover forces in the govern- 
ment, proposed the admission of 
reactionary Argentina and the denial 
of admission to progressive-demo- 
cratic Poland. This had been pre- 
ceded by the Chapultepec Conference 
with the Latin-American countries 
in which American imperialist 
dominance asserted itself more vigor- 
ously and openly. 

There followed the series of crises 
—the breakdown of the Foreign 
Ministers Conference in London, in 
September, 1945; the temporary eas- 
ing of matters at the Moscow Con- 
ference in December, 1945; and the 
January, 1946, meeting of the U.N. 
in London, where Iran was dished 
up as the first of the provocative de- 
marches intended to “wrest moral 
leadership from the Soviet Union.” 
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The drift of events became ap- 
parent when, in reply to Soviet 
charges of British violence in Greece 
and Indonesia, Bevin could only find 
the reply that Communist parties 
constituted a “menace” to peace. 

The trend became even more 
pronounced with the outburst of the 
crude spy scare in Canada, man- 
ipulated clearly from London with 
Washington connivance and ap- 
proval. This was followed by the 
trumpet blast which was intended to 
announce the new phase of political 
relationships, the Fulton speech of 
Winston Churchill, delivered under 
the sponsorship of President Tru- 
man, calling for an Anglo-American 
war bloc to establish world domina- 
tion, and the revival of the politics 
of the cordon sanitaire. 

Thus, in the space of a year the 
atmosphere had deteriorated to such 
a degree that in his 1946 May Day 
address Generalissimo Stalin could 
single out as the ceneral development 
in world politics “the intrigues of in- 
ternational reaction which is hatch- 
ing plans for a new war.” 

At Paris, as at the United Nations, 
the intention has been clearly to sub- 
stitute for the conception of the Big 
Three the new conception of an 
American-British bloc pursuing ag- 
gressive aims against the third of the 
major anti-Axis allies. At Paris, 
American policy has been systemati- 
cally directed toward the strategic 
aim of revising the Crimea and Pots- 
dam agreements downward, so to 
speak, from the level of consistent 
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anti-Nazi, anti-fascist levels toward 
a policy of aiding the classes anj 
groups formerly in the fascist Axi 
camp. The Tri-Power Crimea Con. 
ference of February, 1945, enunciated 
the principle of the right of th 
liberated peoples of Europe “to 
choose the form of government up. 
der which they will live.” Yet th 
new peoples’ democracies are now 
the victims of financial pressure an{ 
slander intended to coerce them ty 
grant greater powers to the forme 
pro-Axis groupings. Conversely, th 
Crimea decision to de-nazify Ge 
many becomes more and more 
dead letter as British policy openk 
supports the old Nazi industriali 
in the Ruhr and maintains a tr 
endous Nazi army. In the Ameri 
zone, similar conditions _ prevai 
while in Italy the notorious Poli 
fascist General Anders maintains hi 
armiy intact under American-Briti 
sponsorship. 

And all this reversal of the ant 
Nazi decisions in favor of the p 
for the Anglo-Saxon powers to do 
inate the world is presented by o 
cial Washington as a hastily and 
luctantly improvised defense agai 
alleged Soviet expansionism. 

A policy of friendship with the 
viet state on the part of any s 
state is viewed as infallible proof of 
“Soviet domination.” Only willing 
hess to restore to power the venom} ¢ | 
ous feudal fascist gangs in the Bal tale 
kans and in Poland is considered "Le 
proof of “independence.” That | 
only servility to the imperialist o- 
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ders of Washington and London is 
admitted to be genuine “indepen- 
dence.” 

And the delusive Four-Power 
Treaty offered by Senator Vanden- 
berg to the United States Senate in 
January, 1945, as a@ political weapon 
against Roosevelt's agreements at 
the Crimea now appears in Secretary 
Byrnes’ hand in Paris, 1946, as Amer- 
ica’s sole contribution to a postwar 
settlement. 

That the Soviet Union would ac- 
cept from the United States, which 
is reneging on its pledge to de-nazi- 
fy Germany, the “protection” of its 
“promise of aid” in the event of fu- 
ture German aggression, was a piece 
of dupery that only a Vandenberg 
could invent. It is a sign of the cyni- 
cism of current American political 
thinking that Soviet coolness toward 
such crudities is viewed with mock 
alarm and simulated melancholy as 
a proof of Soviet “expansionist 
aims.” 


THE OUTLOOK AND THE 
STRUGGLE AHEAD 


Where do we stand, then, today? 
Was the American-British welching 
on the Crimea and Berlin decisions 
a fatalistic inevitability, inherent in 
the nature of their class rule? Is any 
form of postwar collaboration be- 
tween the imperialist powers and the 
Socialist State doomed in advance to 
failure by “objective forces” of capi- 
talism? 

Lenin taught the working class 
and the Communist vanguard that 





487 


“politically, imperialism is, in gen- 
eral, a striving towards violence and 
reaction . . . the political features of 
imperialism are reaction all along the 
line.” But it is not a foregone con- 
clusion that this striving toward ex- 
treme reaction shall prevail at any 
given moment. The anti-Axis war 
was waged by imperialist states in 
alliance with the Socialist State de- 
spite their inherent striving toward 
the policy of reaction all along the 
line. Soviet diplomacy directed to- 
ward the defense of the Socialist 
St:te, and therefore toward the de- 
fense of peace and the advance of 
democracy, as well as the “objec- 
tive forces,” frustrated the classic 
plan for a united capitalist assault. 
The peoples’ forces, in the anti-Axis 
war, waged the struggle heroicaily 
as a fight to destroy fascism. They 
emerged in their victory intent on 
completely destroying the fascist 
remnants and on preventing the re- 
storation of a Munich policy. This is 
the meaning of the newly-risen peo- 
ples’ democracies in Europe. This is 
the meaning of the unquenchable 
desire of the popular masses the 
world over for alliance and friend- 
ship with the Soviet Union. 

Monopoly capitalism is no more 
fated to have complete success in its 
current foreign policy than it is fated 
to have complete success in its con- 
stant efforts to drive the conditions of 
the working class down to the low- 
est physical level consistent with sur- 
vival, 

It was a mistake to view the anti- 
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Axis war as a “pure phenomenon,” 
as wholly a peoples’ war without any 
imperialist components. British im- 
perialist considerations particularly 
were operative at every step in the 
military strategy. We know that the 
Second Front was deliberately sabo- 
taged by the imperialist, especially 
the British imperialist, forces for two 
years as a political decision to throw 


the main brunt of the war’s losses on - 


the Socialist State, with the plan of 
uprooting as little as possible of the 
obsolete social conditions prevailing 
in Europe. But the fact remains that 
the victory over the Axis was a tri- 
umph for the working class and all 
democratic forces, a triumph for 
world progress that brings uneasi- 
ness to the camp of the monopolists. 

The Yalta-Potsdam accord which 
took as its basis postwar Anglo- 
Soviet-American collaboration, was 
realizable only if it was, and is, 
understood that the diplomatic docu- 
ments did not obviate the necessity 
for mass struggle to effectuate them, 
but increased that necessity. 

The need for that struggle became 
manifest while the war was still be- 
ing waged. The San Francisco Con- 
ference made clear for all to see the 
aggressive imperialist intentions of 
the Anglo-American bloc. Today, 
those intentions dominate policy in 
Washington, and in London under 
the “Labor” government. 

As the alternative to a postwar 
“equilibrium,” imperialism, wielding 
the atomic weapon, now calculates 
that it has an opportunity to force a 
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decision, or at least, to prepare the 
way for a decision in the not too dis. 
tant future. Once again, it is making 
the same calculations of an “up. 
prepared” Soviet Union which led 
Hitler to disaster. It is speculating on 
the solidity of the American-British 
bloc, hoping to subordinate the inner 
contradictions of this unstable alli 
ance to the greater goal of destroying 
the Socialist State and forcing all 
mankind into the yoke of Anglo 
Saxon imperialist domination. 
















Marxism-Leninism teaches that 
wars are generated by the contradic. 
tions inherent in capitalist society. 
They are generated by the uneven 
development of various imperialis 
states, each trying to establish a divi- 
sion of markets and colonial loot con 
sistent with its power. They are gen- 
erated by the chronic tendency of 
the capitalist world to dream of a 
“solution” of its insoluble contradic- 
tions at the expense of the Socialis 
State and the new democratic states. 

But Marxism-Leninism is a phi 
losophy of the action of the masses 
as conscious instruments of history, 
making history through resistance to 
the designs of the propertied classes. 
Alternately, our philosophy is falsi- 
fied as “adventurist insurrection” and 
“conspiracy,” or “passive fatalism.” 
It is neither. Imperialism inevitably 
breeds war. But imperialism is not 
the unbridled master of history ot 
events. It collides with the strength 
of the Socialist State, the will of the 
liberated peoples for national inde- 
pendence and a democratic life, the 
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aspirations of the colonial millions 
for freedom, and the counter-policies 
of its “own” working class. 

The people must be armed with 
knowledge of the destructive, reac- 
tionary character of the foreign and 
domestic political policy of monopoly 
capitalism and its spokesmen in and 
outside the government, in particu- 
lar the Hoover-Vandenberg combina- 
tion. This knowledge sinking deeply 
into the consciousness of the people 
can become the force to balk the cur- 
rent ruinous course of the nation’s 
ruling class. Resistance by the masses 
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to Wall Street war-scheming can 
change events. Given leadership and 
perspective, the people can success- 
fully compel the restoration of the 
peaceful postwar collaboration be- 
tween the United States, the Soviet 
Union, and Britain, envisioned in the 
Yalta and Potsdam agreements. The 
foreign policy of this country must 
not be allowed to remain the policy 
of the monopolies. The people, and 
especially the labor movement, must 
rise to their historic responsibility. 
That is our message to the working 
class today. 
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THE ORDER OF THE MINISTER FOR THE ARMED FORCES 
OF THE US5S.R., No. 7, ISSUED ON MAY 1, 1946, MOSCOW. 


Comrapes, Rep Army anp Rep Navy men, sergeants and petty officers! 
Comrade officers, generals and admirals! 
Working people of the Soviet Union! 


Today, for the first time since the victorious termination of the Great 
Patriotic War, we celebrate May 1—the international holiday of working 
people—in conditions of peaceful life, won in a hard struggle against the 
enemies at the cost of heavy sacrifices and privations. 

One year ago the Red Army hoisted the banner of victory over Berlin 
and completed the defeat of fascist Germany. Within four months after 
the victorious termination of the war against Germany, imperialist Japan 
downed her arms. The Second World War, prepared by the forces of in- 
ternational reaction and unleashed by the chief fascist states, ended in a 
full victory of the freedom-loving peoples. The smash-up and liquidation 
of the main hotbeds of fascism and world aggression resulted in deep 
changes in the political life of the peoples of the world, in a wide growth 
of the democratic movement among the peoples. 

Taught by the experience of war, the popular masses realized that the 
destinies of states cannot be entrusted to reactionary leaders, who pursue 
the narrow caste and selfish anti-popular aims. It is for this reason that 
peoples which no longer wish to live in the old way, take destinies of their 
own states into their own hands, establish democratic order and carry on 
an active struggle against the forces of reaction, against instigators of a new 
war. The peoples of the world do not wish a repetition of the calamities of 
war. They fight persistently for the strengthening of peace and security. 

In the vanguard of the struggle for peace and security marches the 
Soviet Union, which played an outstanding part in smashing fascism 
and fulfilled its great mission of liberation. The peoples liberated by the 
Soviet Union from the fascist yoke received an opportunity of building 
their state life on democratic principles, of realizing their historical aspira- 
tions. On this road they find fraternal assistance on the part of the Soviet 
Union. 

The entire world has had an opportunity to convince itself, not only 
of the power of the Soviet State, but also of the character of its policy based 
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on the recognition of equality of all peoples, respect for their freedom and 
independence. 

There is no reason to doubt that in the future the Soviet Union will be 
true to its policy—the policy of peace and security, the policy of the 
equality and friendship of the peoples. 

Upon the termination of the war, the Soviet Union started peaceful 
Socialist construction. The Soviet people enthusiastically set about peace- 
ful constructive labor, which had been interrupted by the war. 

The law on the Five-Year Plan of restoration and development of the 
national economy of the U.S.S.R. in the period from 1946 to 1950, adopted 
by the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R., opens new prospects of further 
growth of the productive forces of our own country, the growth of her 
economic might, the rise of her material welfare and culture. 

The workers, peasants and intellectuals of our country received the 
Five-Year Plan as a militant program which corresponds to their vital 
interests. We may hope that the Soviet people, led by the Communist 
Party, will not spare their strength and labor in order not only to fulfill 
but also to over-fulfill the new Five-Year Plan. 

Developing peaceful socialist construction, we should not forget for a 
single minute the intrigues of international reaction, which is hatching 
plans for a new war. It is necessary to remember the teaching of the 
great Lenin to the effect that in passing to peaceful labor, it is necessary 
to be constantly vigilant, to protect as the apple of one’s eye the armed 
forces and defensive power of our country. 

The armed forces of the Soviet Union—our land troops, air forces and 
Navy—discharged their duty to the Motherland in the Great Patriotic 
War. Now our armed forces are faced with a task of no less importance: 
vigilantly to guard the hard-won peace and the constructive labor of the 
Soviet people, to be the reliable bulwark of the interests of the Soviet 
Union. 

The successful accomplishments of this honorable task is possible only 
on the condition of further growth of military culture and military skill 
of the officers and men of our Army, our Navy and our aviation. The 
armed forces of the Soviet Union must daily improve their military art 
on the basis of experience of war, on the basis of the progress of military 
science and technique. Beyond any doubt, our Army, our Navy, and our 
aviation will accomplish with honor all those tasks facing them. 

Comrades, Red Army and Red Navy men, sergeants and petty officers! 

Comrade officers, generals and admirals! 

Comrade men and women workers, men and women peasants, peo- 
ple of intellectual labor, veterans demobilized from the Red Army! 
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On behalf of the Government and the Communist Party I greet and con- by 
gratulate you on the day of the First of May! 

To mark the international holiday of working people, I order: 

Today, May 1, a salute of 20 salvos to be fired in Moscow, the capital 0) 


of our Motherland, and in the capitals of the Union Republics and also in 
Lwow, Koenigsberg, Khabarovsk, Vladivostok and Port Arthur, and in . 
the hero cities: Leningrad, Stalingrad, Sevastopol and Odessa. 
Long live our valiant armed forces! 
Long live our glorious Communist Party! Long live the great Soviet 
people! Long live our mighty Soviet Motherland! 
Minister for ‘the Armed Forces of the U.S.S.R. 
Generalissimo of the Soviet Union, 


STALIN. 

















SOME LESSONS 
OF THE RECENT 
STRIKE STRUGGLES 


By HAL SIMON 


Wirn a NuMBER of major strikes al- 
ready concluded, and others either 
under way or impending, it is neces- 
sary for the trade unions to begin 
outlining a program of action for 
these present and impending strug- 
gles which takes into account both 
their economic and political aspects. 
It is our intention, in this article, 
briefly to outline and discuss some 
of the important aspects of such a 
program. 

However, before doing so, it is 
necessary, first, that certain questions 
connected with the wage struggles 
and demagogically advanced by the 
imperialists and their agents to 
create confusion among the workers, 
be answered in a clear and categori- 
cal fashion. For, unless this confu- 
sion is eliminated, it will be impos- 
sible effectively to mobilize the 
workers for carrying out the pro- 
gram of action which is dictated by 
the present offensive of monopoly 
capital, 

Immediately after the end of the 
strikes in General Motors and Gen- 
eral Electric, the capitalist press with 








one voice began to shout: “Was it 
worth it? Who gained from these 
strikes?” The New York Times of 
March 14, in an editorial, stated 
that the strike was a “pyrrhic vic- 
tory”"—the workers gained nothing, 
the employers gained nothing, and 
the “general public” gained nothing. 
The editorial concluded: “Why did 
it have to take place at all?” 


WERE THE STRIKES 
WORTH WHILE? 


Similarly, in the Atlantic Monthly 
for May, Professor Sumner H. Slich- 
ter asks: “Were the strikes worth 
while from the union standpoint?” 
To which he gives the answer: 
“They were hardly justified by the 
wage increases won.” 

In the steel plants of Lackawanna, 
Syracuse, and other places, the fore- 
men and supervisors are scurrying 
about, also asking the workers: “Was 
it worth it? What did you gain from 
the strike?” 

Let us examine these questions, 
and the “answers.” 

The trade union leadership must 
give a firm answer to the question: 
“Was it worth it?” And the answer 
must be an emphatic yes! 

To begin with, the wage increases 
gained by the steel, auto, electrical, 
and other workers are the largest in 
total amount granted at any one 
time in the history of the trade-union 
movement. They represent a signi- 
ficant contribution toward meeting 
the basic demand of the workers in 
all of the strikes—the restoration of 
the heavy cut in take-home pay. 
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However, the question of “worth 
while” cannot be determined by ex- 
amining only the wage-increase as- 
pect of the workers’ gains, important 
as this is. Other aspects of the ques- 
tion must be noted, as follows: 

1. Although more than two mil- 
lion workers have been on strike in 
various industries, not a single strike 
has been lost. The special signifi- 
cance of this important fact is some- 
times lost sight of. It is almost as- 
sumed that today, as a matter of 
course, strikes must be victorious. 
But such an assumption is possible 
only if one forgets the bloody strug- 
gles of the workers after the First 
World War, the smashing of the 
1919 steel strike and the packing- 
house strike. At that time the trade 
union movement was almost liquid- 
ated and was not really revived again 
until 1934. 

2. The victories gained so far are 
an inspiration to the millions of 
workers who have not yet won, or 
even begun to fight for, their own 
wage demands. They have given in- 
creased strength and confidence to 
the seamen, railroad workers, coal 
miners, and white collar workers, all 
of whom are now in the midst of 
contract negotiations. 

3. The economic struggles have re- 
sulted in a growing alertness on the 
part of the labor movement to the 
need for independent activity on po- 
litical questions. In Schenectady, 


for example, the entire leadership of 
the U.E.R.W.A., immediately upon 
the end of the strike at G.E., began to 
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turn its strike apparatus toward the 
establishment of P.A.C. clubs in the 
various wards. The workers there 
are determined to have something to 
say about the elections for a new 
City Administration, for they re- 
member that the Mayor and the old 
City Council opposed their strike. 
In Westchester, the workers who 
were on strike in Tarrytown did not 


‘forget that they too faced hostile ad- 


ministrations during their strike; 
and their electoral activity resulted in 
the defeat of Republican adminis 
trations, in a number of villages, that 
had been entrenched in power for 
more than 45 years. 

Certainly, in the course of these 
strikes, the workers have gained 
much in political maturity. Millions 
of them have shed many illusions 
about the Truman Administration, 
and are beginning to understand the 
independent role that labor must 
play on the political field. This is 
evidenced by the concern with which 
a number of recent trade union con- 
ventions have discussed the prospect 
of a Labor Party. 

4. Perhaps, above all else, these 
strikes were “worth it,” i.¢., meces- 
sary, because they defeated the of- 
fensive of Big Business against the 
trade unions, and especially against 
the C.1.O. They defeated, in the 
words of Philip Murray, “the con- 
spiracy of big business.” This con- 
spiracy was an attempt on the part 
of the monopolies, immediately upon 
the end of the war, to weaken, in- 
deed to destroy, the effectiveness of 
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the trade union movement, and to 
continue their huge profiteering, as 
part of their plans for clearing the 
path for new imperialist adventures. 
That this conspiracy is fact and not 
fiction is proved by the notorious 
secret meeting held at the beginning 
of this year at the Waldorf Astoria 
Hotel in New York City. At that 
meeting, the “captains of industry” 
attempted to work out a plan for 
“handling” the “union problem,” a 
plan which was thwarted by labor’s 
solidarity and militancy. One aim 
of that conspiracy was to smash price 
control and to secure the largest pos- 
sible price increases. Chester Bowles, 
then O.P.A. Chairman, reported to 
a Senate committee that the Ford 
Motor Company, for example, had 
requested a 55 per cent price in- 
crease in the Spring of 1945, i.c., even 
before the end of the war, and even 
before the auto workers had pre- 
sented their wage demands to the 
corporations. It is thus clear that 
had the workers not fought for their 
wage demands, they would have 
been confronted with price increases 
anyhow. 

As a result of their unity and their 
determined struggle, the workers 
have won the first round against the 
postwar offensive of the corpora- 
tions. It must be emphasized, how- 
ever, that this offensive continues, 
even though it may be assuming new 
forms. Nevertheless, the fact re- 
mains that the trade unions and the 
people as a whole have gained much 
from these strikes against the strong- 
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holds of finance capital and impe- 
rialist intrigue in the United States. 


HOW THE FULL WAGE 
DEMAND COULD HAVE BEEN 
WON 


In the huge plant in Schenectady, 
the workers were asking: “Could we 
have gotten more if we had stuck it 
out longer? Why didn’t the trade 
unions get the $2 a day they origi- 
nally asked for?” 

To these questions, too, the trade 
union leaders must give direct an- 
swers. To begin with, the duration 
of a strike does not in itself deter- 
mine full victory. The G.E. work- 
ers were on strike for 57 days and 
secured an 1844¢ increase; the G.M. 
workers were on strike for 113 days 
and also secured an 1842¢ increase. 
Clearly, “sticking it out longer” is 
not the complete answer. 

But could the workers have made 
greater gains? The answer to this 
must be in the affirmative. In an- 
swering this question, however, cer- 
tain lessons must at the same time be 
drawn for the future. 

A major reason why the full $2 a 
day was not won is that insufficient 
unity was developed within the 
C.1.0. This was due to the activities 
of such individuals as the Social- 
Democrat Reuther of the U.A.W., 
who fought against a united strike 
strategy, who “jumped the gun,” and 
who refused to cooperate with other 
striking sections of the trade union 
movement. 

Although some steps were taken 
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at the start by Philip Murray to co- 
ordinate the various strike struggles, 
Reuther’s factional-inspired activities 
did not permit this coordination to 
be developed to any high degree, 
and it resulted in the necessity for 
separate settlements by the electrical 
and steel workers’ unions. Even 
within the steel industry itself, the 
original policy of one settlement was 
not carried through, with the result 
that many steel workers in fabricat- 
ing plants had to continue on strike 
long after the basic steel plants set- 
tled. Certainly, if the C.LLO. had 
waged a really coordinated, unified, 
struggle, the workers would have 
gained much more. 

A second major reason why the 
workers did not win their full de- 
mands was the strike-breaking role 
of the Executive Council of the A. 
F. of L. This officialdom gleefully 
assumed the role of spokesman for 
Big Business within the labor move- 
ment and condemned the demands 
of the C.I.O. workers as “excessive.” 
The Executive Council smugly 
claimed that the A. F. of L. workers 
had gained wage increases without 
resorting to strikes. Yet, at the very 
time it was making that claim, there 
took place the general strike by the 
A. F. of L. in Stamford; the A. F. 
of L. general strike in Lancaster; 
and the A. F. of L. one-day holiday 
in Houston. Nor should it be for- 
gotten that the coal miners are in 
the A. F. of L., and at this moment 
are out on strike. All of these strike 
actions have been for wage demands. 
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In almost every area in which the 
C.1.0. was on strike, cooperation de- 
veloped between the rank and file 
and the lower bodies of the A. F. of 
L. and the striking C.I.O. unions, 
In Albany and Schenectady, the 
Central Trades and Labor Council 
of the A. F. of L. went on record 
in support of the electrical, steel and 
auto workers’ strikes. In Buffalo, 


. the head of the C.T.L.C. of the A. 


F. of L. likewise came out in support 
of the C.LO. strikes. In many lo 
calities, experience during the strikes 
showed a desire on the part of the 
rank and file of the A. F. of L. to 
gain wage increases comparable to 
those won by the C.1.O. workers, 
and, yes, to work together with the 
C.1.O. to achieve these demands. 
However, the Executive Council did 
its work well for monopoly, prevent- 
ing real unity between the A. F. of 
L. and the C.LO. in the course of the 
strikes. 

It is clear, then, that the workers 
could have secured greater wage in- 
creases. If the trade unions are to 
win victories in the future, the lesson 
of unity must be learned rapidly. 
The rank and file of the A. F. of L, 
inspired by their brother workers in 
the C.1L.O., should demand united 
action between the A. F. of L. and 
C.1.O. in the struggles ahead. Within 
the C.L.O. itself, the workers must 
reject and defeat the disruptive ac- 
tivities of Social-Democrats and 
unify the ranks of the C.L.O. around 
a positive, militant program. 

When General Motors settled with 
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the U.A.W. and General Electric 
settled with the U.E.R.W.A. on the 
same day, a number of workers be- 
gan to feel that the strike wave was 
over and that all would now be well. 
The capitalist press crowed loudly 
that now we can get back to nor- 
malcy, now we can proceed with our 
original _reconversion plans. Even 
some trade union leaders felt that 
the newly-won wage increases les- 
sened the possibility of a serious crisis 
or immediate depression. 


NO ILLUSIONS! 


The strike wave is by no means 
over. The pressure of price increases 
due to the failure of the Adminis- 
tration to enforce rigid price con- 
trol will place new wage demands 
on the order of the day. 

The so-called 1842¢ wage pattern 
which the workers won is not some- 
thing that will from now on be se- 
cured without a fight. If the big 
corporations can get away with giv- 
ing only a 10¢ wage increase, they 
will do so. Actually, as the United 
States News of May 10 pointed out: 
“, ++ Many industries and companies 
are granting raises of 7¢, 10¢ and 
15¢ an hour. The most frequent 
range, nationally, is from 12¢ to 15¢ 
per hour.” If the workers want to 
win their full wage demands, they 
will have to continue to act ener- 
getically and decisively with all the 
resources of their organized strength. 

But these wage increases are no 
guarantee that we shall enter a pe- 
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riod of “normalcy.” In New York 
City, for instance, almost half a 
million workers (the majority vet- 
erans) are unemployed, with the fig- 
ure growing monthly. Also, while 
the wage increases are of definite 
benefit to the four million workers 
who have won them, the general 
impoverishment of the workers pro- 
ceeds apace. Millions of workers 
have not yet received wage rises to 
meet the rising cost of living. Price 
increases have hit 130 million peo- 
ple, whereas wage rises have been 
granted to only four million, Some 
manufacturers are already admitting 
that the so-called pent-up demand 
for consumers’ goods will be satis- 
fied in a relatively short period of 
time. The prospect, therefore, is 
not one of “normalcy” but of grow- 
ing unemployment and developing 
economic crisis. 

Trade union leaders, and espe- 
cially Communists, must begin giv- 
ing clarifying answers to the ques- 
tions in the minds of the workers 
and not lull them into any false 
sense of security. Encouragement 
must not be given to the idea that 
wage increases, necessary and impor- 
tant as they are, will prevent the on- 
coming of an economic crisis. An- 
swering their questions in a correct 
fashion will help fully to mobilize 
the workers for the struggles ahead. 

A eorrect fashion means to help 
develop a full understanding of the 
relationship of these immediate eco- 
nomic questions to the grand strat- 
egy of the imperialists. Failure to 
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show the connection between the 
drive against the trade unions and 
the imperialists’ drive for world 
domination has been the main weak- 
ness of the trade union movement 
in the present great wage and strike 
struggles. 

The imperialist policies which are 
destroying the basis of world peace 


are having serious effects within the . 


trade union movement. Big Busi- 
ness is using every weapon at its 
command to destroy the anti-war 
and anti-fascist sentiments of the 
American workers, and to chain la- 
bor to the U.S. imperialist war drive. 
Big Business is pinning its hopes on 
the ability of the Executive Council 
of the A. F. of L. to sell monopoly’s 
program to the workers. It is pin- 
ning its hopes on the disruptive ac- 
tivities of the Social-Democrats, who, 
with demagogic phrases, carry out 
the dictates of their imperialist mas- 
ters. It is encouraging the Catholic 
hierarchy, and particularly its labor 
division, the Association of Catholic 
Trade Unionists, to develop its divi- 
sive activities within the trade union 
movement. The attempts of monop- 
oly to win the workers for its war 
program can only be combatted by 
a fight for trade union unity and 
a most vigorous fight against these 
war preparations. 


A PROGRAM OF STRUGGLE 


Hence, it is within the framework 
of the fight for peace that the trade 
union movement must work out, 
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and fight for, its program of strug. 
gle. The major points in such a pro- 
gram are: 

1. Mobilization of the trade union; 
for the fight for peace. Organized 
labor must speak out, in a united 
fashion, against the huge military ap- 
propriations, against universal mili. 
tary training, against the Anglo 
American attempt to split the United 
Nations. It must speak out for 
friendship with the Soviet Union 
and for Big Three Unity on the 
basis of the fulfillment of the Mos- 
cow, Yalta and Potsdam agreements. 
The trade unions must work ener- 
getically to rally the support of all 
American labor for the World Fed- 
eration of Trade Unions as a key 
means of achieving working-class 
unity in the struggle against the im- 
perialist war drive. 

2. Enforcement of the contracts 
which the workers have just won. 
The big corporations, such as Bethle- 
hem Steel, are already attempting to 
violate or cut the heart out of the 
recent agreements. They are trying 
to “get even” by taking away privi- 
leges such as wash-up time. They 
are refusing to permit the workers, 
as is customary, to finish out a full 
week by doing maintenance work; 
now, as soon as the workers stop 
rolling steel, they are sent home. 

The Rochester Products Company 
issued a circular to all its foremen 
and supervisors which said, in ef 
fect, that the wage increases won by 
the workers had to come from some- 
where, i.c., from speed-up and in 








creas 
states 


A 
be e 
rise. 
to get 
crease 
“chich 
crease 
where 
greate 


Th 
men 
work 
tested 
quest 
contr 


3 
12¢d. 
the C 
entire 
call f 
ize tl 
noun 
ers ai 
lars { 
CI.O 
issuec 
South 
of its 
cil of 
activi 
the ( 
plans 
How 
upon 
those 
appe. 
again 
Sout! 
Ther 





strug. 
a pro- 


inions 
nized 
Inited 
ry ap- 
mili- 
inglo- 
Jnited 
it for 
Union 
n the 
Mos- 
nents, 
encr- 
of all 
| Fed- 
a key 
>-class 
1e Im- 


tracts 
won, 
sethle- 
ing to 
of the 
trying 
privi- 
They 
rkers, 
a full 
work; 
} Stop 
ne. 

npany 
‘emen 
in ef 
on by 
some- 
id in- 











creased exploitation. The circular 


states : 

A better day’s work may properly 
be expected when hourly wage rates 
rise. It is up to supervisors to endeavor 
to get increased value in return for in- 
creased hourly pay. Let’s not be 
“chicken-hearted” about this. The in- 
creased pay has to come from some- 
where. Much of it has to come from 
greater job efficiency. 


The trade unions, the shop chair- 
men and stewards, and the militant 
workers generally, are going to be 
tested in this coming period on the 
question of the enforcement of the 
contracts. 

3. Organization of the unorgan- 
zed. Philip Murray, President of 
the C.1.O., has given the lead to the 
entire trade union movement in his 
all for an intensive drive to organ- 
iz the South. The C.I.O. has an- 
nounced that it will use 200 organiz- 
ets and will spend one million dol- 
las for this purpose. Every major 
CLO. convention since the call was 
issued has placed the question of the 
Southern organizing drive at the top 
if its program. The Executive Coun- 
cil of the A. F. of L., goaded into 
activity by the organizing plans of 
the C.1.0., has announced its own 
plans for organizing the South. 
However, its Red-baiting attacks 
upon the C.L.O., which coincide with 
those of the Rankins and Bilbos, its 
appeal to the employers to aid it as 
against the C.1.0., will not help the 
Southern workers, Negro and white. 
There is room for both the C.I.O. 
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and the A. F. of L. within their re- 
spective jurisdictions, in the South- 
ern organizing drive. Neither or- 
ganization, however, will be able to 
achieve a full measure of success if 
the A. F. of L. persists in its pres- 
ent tactics. Local unions in New 
York, as well as other places through- 
out the country, should consider at 
once the adoption of a program of 
support for the campaign to organize 
the South, as well as for the organi- 
zation of the unorganized in their 
own localities. 

4. Preparation for the 1946 elec- 
tions. The trade union movement, 
with notable exceptions, has not sufhi- 
ciently begun to draw the full lessons 
of the strikes in terms of preparations 
for the 1946 elections. Success on the 
strike front will be at least only tem- 
porary if the political front is con- 
ceded to the reactionaries and big 
corporations. It is in Congress that 
attempts are being made to tie the 
hands of labor through anti-labor 
legislation. It is in the White House 
and in Congress that the main steps 
are being taken to prepare our coun- 
try for another world war. The 
militancy, initiative, and unity which 
won the wage struggles must be 
channeled into the fight for victory 
in the 1946 election, must reflect it- 
self in greater independent political 
initiative on the part of the trade 
unions. The 1946 elections can and 
must be a forum for putting forward 
the entire program of the trade unien 
movement. Thus, the 1946 elections, 


if properly approached by the trade 
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union movement, can contribute 
greatly toward the development of a 
new third party based on the broad- 
est labor-progressive coalition. 

5. The fight for price control. The 
trade union movement must organ- 
ize and lead a mass campaign for 
rigid price control. This is necessary, 
if the wage increases are to have 
any meaning, and if the general sup- 


port of the people gained by the trade“ 


union movement during the strikes 
is to be maintained. The monopo- 
lists, through their press, are claim- 
ing that the workers are not inter- 
ested in what prices the so-called 
consumers have to pay, but are in- 
terested only in wage increases, as 
though the trade unionists were not 
part of the consuming public. Such 
arguments can be answered most ef- 
fectively by a real mass campaign 
for price centrol, and against the 
wrecking of O.P.A. by Congress. 

6. The fight against discrimina- 
tion; for Negro and white unity; 
for unity between the veterans and 
the trade union movement. 

The big corporations have not 
been successful in splitting the war- 
time unity between Negro and white 
workers. This was demonstrated 
dramatically en the picket linc. 

But to maintain and strengthen 
this unity, the trade unions must 
demonstrate in practice their concern 
for, and sensitivity to, the day-to- 
day problems of the Negro people. 
The majority of the organized Ne- 
gro workers are in unions under 
progressive trade-union leadership. 
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These unions must take the lead jp 
the fight for the hiring of Negro 
workers where they have been 
barred from employment; for adjus- 
ment in seniority where necessary; 
for participation by Negro workers 
in apprenticeship, upgrading, and 
training programs; and for th 
bringing of additional Negro work. 
ers into the leadership of the trade 
unions. The unions must, in add- 
tion, take the lead in helping wo 
solve the burning problems of the 
Negro people in the communities, 
such as housing, excessive prices, etc, 
Negro and white unity was an im 
portant factor contributing to the 
victory of the workers in the recent 
strike struggles. The trade union 
movement must continue to strength- 
en this unity by an aggressive 
fight for the solution of the day-to 
day problems of the Negro people. 
The big corporations also thought 
that when the soldiers came home 
they would be able to use them as 
strike-breakers. It is significant that 
the veterans, not only participated 
fully in these strike struggles, but in 
many cases were in the leadership of 
the main strike committees. What 
the big corporations did not realize 
was that the basic needs and demand 
of the veterans and those of the 
workers are one and the same. 
However, here too the trade-union 
movement cannot assume that this 
failure of the trusts is a settled ques 
tion. Attempts are still being made 
to pit the veterans against the work- 
ers, particular use being made of the 
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isue of “super-seniority.” The trade 
unions must fight to maintain unity 
by answering the special needs of 
the veterans on such issues as the 
bonus, housing, etc., and by continu- 
ing the types of struggles that won 
unemployment compensation for 
striking veterans. 


BUILD THE PARTY! 


These are some important es- 
sntials for a victory program for the 
trade unions. But for the full realiza- 
tion of this program, the conscious 
and rapid building of the Commu- 
nist Party is necessary. 

In the course of the recent great 
srikes, it became apparent that 
wherever there was a functioning 
Communist Party the strikes were 
strongest and the workers most 
ative. Following the settlement of 
these strikes, the workers in the 
plants are beginning to learn that 
when there are Communists in a 
given department, the supervisors 
are not able to water down the con- 
tracts recently won. However, Com- 
munists are not only good fighters 
for the enforcement of the contracts 
and not only staunch supporters of 
the C.I.O.’s program. They are more 
than that. Precisely because they are 
Communists, they are the most 
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potent force for helping the workers 
to understand the relationship be- 
tween their day-to-day experiences in 
the shops and the general problems 
facing the working class as a whole. 
Through their understanding and 
application of Marxism-Leninism, 
Communists contribute in a way 
that no others can toward developing 
the political maturity of the workers 
and preparing them to meet the cri- 
tical issues which obsolete capitalism 
is forcing upon them, issues which 
can only be met by a working class 
with a Socialist prospective. 

The degree to which the current 
Party Building Campaign is success- 
ful will be a measure of the degree 
to which, in general, the workers 
will be victorious in the struggle 
against the drive of monopoly capital 
on the domestic and foreign fronts. 

By utilizing the lessons of the 
recent and impending strike strug- 
gles, by answering the workers’ ques- 
tions as to what lies ahead, by bring- 
ing to them, through our Party, the 
generalized experiences of the work- 
ing class and by building a strong, 
mass Communist Party, we will 
make an important contribution in 
this most critical period toward ad- 
vancing the cause of the working 
class, and of the people as a whole. 











FUNDAMENTAL 
REMARKS ON THE 
QUESTION OF 
TRIESTE” 


By STEPHANE MITROVITCH 


SINCE THE QUESTION of Trieste has 
been raised as the most important 
question in the normalization of rela- 
tions between Yugoslavia (which 
during the war against fascism made 
a great contribution to the struggle 
of progressive humanity, and won a 
place of honor among the free na- 
tions) and Italy (which was the main 
European ally of Hitlerite Germany, 
whose fascist troops in large part 
were lined up against the forces of 
liberation of our peoples), the repre- 
sentatives of the democratic move- 
ment, and in particular of the Italian 
labor movement, have quite often 
in the press and official speeches 
formulated their point of view on 
Italian-Yugoslav relations, a point of 
view which does not differ essen- 
tially from the position of Italian 
officialdom. Starting from this view- 
point, which is contrary and opposed 


* From Cahiers de Communisme, theoretical 


ome of the Communist Party of France, March, 
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to that of our Republic, they have 
indirectly begun a polemic agains 
our governmental policy on the ques. 
tion of Italian-Yugoslav relations jn 
general, and on the question of Tri. 
este in particular. Thus, they have 
hindered the development of solidar. 
ity and unity between the democratic 
movements in Italy and Yugoslavia, 
a unity which, thanks to the diligent 
help of our national liberation move. 
ment and leaders to the anti-fascis 
struggle of the Italian people, was 
being strengthened and was increas 
ingly developing during the last years 
of the war. 

The adoption of this position by 
the representatives of the Italian dem- 
ocratic movement, as much from the 
viewpoint of principles as from that 
of practical and political importance, 
is not only profoundly in error bu 
also creates new obstacles and 
strengthens the old hindrances to the 
solution of the problems of the Italo- 
Yugoslav frontier, of Italo-Yugoslay 
relations in general, and the building 
of solid bases for a just peace in this 
section of Europe. 

It would be totally erroneous to 
pass over these polemics in silence 
and not to show, by open and deep 
discussion, the theoretical and prac. 
tical error of these conceptions and 
positions of the representatives of 
the entire democratic and working- 
class movement in Italy. That would 
be a mistake, not only from the point 
of view of the defense of the national 
rights of our country, not only from 
the point of view of the struggle for 
a democratic solution of the prob 
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lem of Italo-Yugoslav relations, but 
equally from the point of view of 
the struggle for democracy in Italy 
itself and of the building of a just 
peace in Europe. For on the creation 
of concrete conditions perfectly de- 
fined for the solution of concrete and 
perfectly defined questions which are 
constantly on the order of the day for 
the progressive social forces in the 
different countries and in the differ- 
ent parts of the world, depends also 
the destiny of democracy and the 
establishment of a just peace and, 
thus, relationships between countries 
taken separately. 

As far as Yugoslavia is concerned, 
it has fully realized these conditions. 
The Yugoslav people and their 
proved leaders, in the course of the 
war for liberation, and according to 
the principles of this struggle, have, 
since the first days of the popular 
uprising, created and realized the 
preliminary conditions for the estab- 
lishment of friendly and frank rela- 
tionships with neighboring countries 
and all other countries, and thus also 
with Italy. 

These preliminary conditions are: 

1. The consciousness among the 
popular masses of our country of the 
necessity in war of a unified struggle 
of all the liberty-loving nations for 
the liquidation of the fascist aggres- 
sors, and today, in peacetime, of the 
necessity of this same struggle for the 
wiping out of all the vestiges of fas- 
cism and its accomplices; that is to 
say, for the strengthening and con- 
struction of a just peace. This con- 
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sciousness our people have demon- 
strated in action by the creation of a 
union, by a struggle with all free 
peoples, particularly with neighbor- 
ing peoples. Toward the Italian 
people, they have also demonstrated 
this by organizing Italian military 
units within our country during the 
war, and now in peacetime by taking 
a position from the point of view 
of a unified struggle with the Italian 
democratic movement for the liquid- 
ation of the last vestiges of Italian 
fascism and of the war criminals; 

2. Our new State has been cleansed 
of all imperialistic and chauvinistic 
sentiments toward other peoples, 
which is one of the main conditions 
for a vast and progressive interna- 
tional collaboration. The Italians 
of the Julian Venetia have had the 
opportunity of directly testing this at 
the time of their encounter with our 
army; 

3. The firm position of our people 
and the leaders of our State in favor 
of putting into practice the rights of 
peoples to self-determination up to 
the point of secession. Yugoslavia 
entered the war and supported it to 
the end, at the cost of many victims, 
without any imperialist aims on any 
foreign soil, but logically maintaining 
at the same time the principle of uni- 
fication of all its national territories. 
Marshal Tito already stated this prin- 
ciple during the war. “We want 


nothing that belongs to others but 
we shall give away nothing that be- 
longs to us,” which remains the basis 
of relations between the “Federated 
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Peoples Republic of Yugoslavia” and 
the neighboring nations; 

4. The consciousness on the part of 
our people and the leaders of our 
State of the necessity of a united 
struggle of liberty-loving peoples for 
the building of a just peace, removing 
as far as possible all source of future 
conflicts and every basis for new 
wars. 


Maintaining this point of view, our . 


country for its part has created the 
necessary conditions for friendly rela- 
tionships with all countries. These 
conditions are nothing but the re- 
sult and natural, logical continuance 
of the policy followed during the war 
of liberation against fascism, a part 
of the program of this war. At the 
same time, these conditions are, un- 
der present circumstances, the basic 
elements of all foreign policy which 
has a peaceful and progressive nature. 

However, matters stand quite dif- 
ferently in Italy. Italy has not yet 
realized these conditions. Instead of 
wiping out the vestiges of fascism 
and the war criminals, the most ar- 
dent Mussolini fascists have taken 
over in Italy the important positions 
in the social, economic and political 
life, while the war criminals have 
found a convenient asylum there. 
Instead of liquidating the chauvinist 
and imperialist policy toward other 
peoples, a campaign of violent chauv- 
inism has been developing in Italy 
for some time against the liberal and 
heroic Republic of Yugoslavia. In- 
stead of making their own the prin- 
ciples of the right of peoples to settle 
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their own affairs up to the point of 
separation, a right which was an 
integral part of the aims of this war, 
Italian officialdom fights desperately 
today to continue to oppress the Slay. 
ic regions. Instead of a real struggle 
for a just peace, a struggle not in 
words but in action, present-day Italy 
in its desire for the appropriation 
of foreign regions, especially Slavic 
regions, tends to create the seeds for 
new conflicts. 

One might say sometimes, cor- 
rectly, that there are “objective con- 
ditions,” “specific conditions” of the 
development of Italy, the entangle. 
ment of “external factors,” the ex- 
istence of “relationship of forces,” 
and other similar things so often 
mentioned, which are the reasons for 
it. Doubtless there is a good deal 
of truth in all this. But in the pres 
ent case, however, it is not a ques 
tion of these external and objective 
factors but of a certain “factor,” of 
a certain moment of the political line 
of present-day Italy, of the line of the 
Italian democratic movement, of the 
line of the representatives most con- 
sistent in their actions, the leaders of 
the labor movement. Here, in this 
article, it is thus not a question of 
objective conditions of contemporary 
Italy, which are, because of various 
causes, difficult and quite compli- 
cated; but rather that the democratic 
movement, and particularly the labor 
movement, does not conduct a strug- 
gle which is tenacious, consistent and 
principled for the realization of the 
necessary conditions for the solution 
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of problems posed by Italo-Yugoslav 
relations. The absence of such a 
struggle makes the solution more 
dificult, weakens the forces of Ital- 
ian democracy, and strengthens the 
positions of Italian reaction and even 
of non-Italian reaction. 


Il. 


Certain leaders of the Italian labor 
movement, while disapproving the 
imperialist and chauvinist methods 
of Italian reaction’s campaign against 
our country, and while stressing the 
need for friendly relations between 
Yugoslavia and Italy, have frequently 
declared : 


We recognize no less than others do 
the Italian nature of Trieste and we will 
defend it. What separates us is the 
manner of defending it. (Declaration by 
Gallo published in Unita.) 


And further: 


We have always stressed the Italian 
character of Trieste. We have said that 
in our opinion it is the task of the gov- 
ernment to defend the Italian nature of 
this city. We have proposed, in view 
of this defense, that an agreement be 
sought with the Yugoslav people and 
their government in order to reach a 
friendly solution of this question. As a 
result of the chauvinist campaign that 
Italian reaction has waged against the 
Yugoslavs, this just policy has been ren- 
dered impossible, with the result that 
the great majority of the Italian workers 
of Trieste have declared themselves for 
Yugoslavia. We think that the Trieste 
workers are taking the wrong road, but 
we can play the role of mediator only 
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if the campaign against Yugoslavia 
ceases and only if our policy modifies 
the relations between these two peoples. 
(From the speech by Palmiro Togliatti, 
at Turin, November 3, 1945.) 


Still further: 


. .. On the other hand, without going 
into detail, I can repeat to you that we 
Communists have from the start de- 
manded a solution which takes into ac- 
count the ethnic principle. (I was the 
first to show that Trieste has “an un- 
deniably Italian character,” which is in 
fact one of the first documents of this 
kind of our government.) But, at the 
same time, I demanded that one take 
into account the economic factor in or- 
der to avoid the creation of a permanent 
conflict between Italy and Yugoslavia. 

. .. Ladd that we should give Trieste 
and other zones at present under dis- 
pute which will remain with us, the 
greatest autonomy; otherwise it would 
be very difficult to maintain there a free 
and democratic administration. (From 
the interview Palmiro Togliatti gave 
the correspondent from the journal 
Giornale del Mattino, September 9, 


1945.) 
Let us continue: 


From what these papers say, it would 
seem to be we Communists “who re- 
nounce Trieste,” we who are the ardent 
defenders of the Italian national cause. 
. .. | would like to expand on another 
aspect of this question which is, in my 
opinion, the most important. We Com- 
munists affirm the Italian nature of 
Trieste. (From an article by Palmiro 
Togliatti in Unita, May 16, 1945.) (My 
emphasis—S.M. ) 
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We conclude with this: 


Because we want to have a frontier 
and not an obstacle, the Wilson Line, 
which leaves a small number of Slo- 
venes in Italy and a larger number of 
Italians in Yugoslavia, must be the sign 
of our future friendship. (Pietro Nenni 
in La Voce Libera, May 11, 1945.) (My 
emphasis—S.M.) 


It is clear that these positions and 
declarations not only do not facili- 
tate Italian-Yugoslav relations but, 
on the contrary, do not differentiate 
themselves in practice from the view- 
point of the Italian imperialists, and 
only aggravate and complicate them 
still further. Such a stand by the 
leaders of the Italian labor movement 
shows that there is no force in Italy 
which agrees to a just and consistent 
solution from a democratic point of 
view of Italian-Yugoslav relations 
and which would realize in practice 
on this question, unity with the 
peaceful and democratic activity of 
the Federated Peoples Republic of 
Yugoslavia. In Italy, all parties are 
thus unanimous on the necessity of 
defending the Italian nature of Tri- 
este. Where they “differ,” as they 
say, “is in the manner of defending 
it.” This unanimity shows in itself 
that something is out of joint in the 
principles of the policy of the pres- 
ent leaders of the Italian working- 
class movement concerning the na- 
tional question, particularly when 
one begins with the fact that this 
policy concerns the Federated Peoples 
Republic of Yugoslavia towards 


which, obviously, the pro-fascist and 
reactionary circles throughout the 
world are not “favorably disposed.” 

In effect, in the previously cited 
declarations, certain fundamental 
theoretical errors are found which 
clearly show that the policy of the 
leaders of the Italian labor movement 
concerning the national question is 
on the wrong track, more and more 
losing sight of a clear and consistent 


‘solution from a democratic point of 


view of Italo-Yugoslav _ relations. 
This policy wavers between chauvin- 
ism, which is maintained in the petty- 
bourgeoisie by the demands of the 
Italian imperialists, and support of 
the national rights of Yugoslavia 
which are identical with the interests 
of democracy in this part of Europe, 
trying to find some “third,” “appeas- 
ing” solution. That is its principal 
characteristic. 

Firstly: Putting aside, for the mo- 
ment, the question of the “Italian 
character” of Trieste and the “De- 
fense of this character,” which is the 
main object of the declarations cited, 
let us pause and consider the atti- 
tude of our Italian comrades toward 
the Julian Region as a whole. 

What is really involved in this 
question? It is a question quite sim- 
ply of recognizing the right of these 
Slovene and Croatian regions— 
which were oppressed by Italian im- 
perialism and which, through their 
armed struggle with the aid of their 
Yugoslav brothers, freed themselves 
from the yoke of this imperialism— 
to be a part of their respective peo- 
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ples. Our Italian comrades either do 
not put the question, avoiding it in 
devious ways and tacitly making 
common cause with Italian reaction, 
or else speak of “Trieste and the dis- 
puted regions which will remain with 
us,” (that is to say, which will re- 
main with Italy—S.M.), copying 
their conduct from that of the Italian 
imperialists in their attitude toward 
“the other [which?] regions.” 

Speaking of similar questions, V. I. 
Lenin said: 


The proletariat of the oppressing na- 
tions cannot confine itself to the general 
hackneyed phrases against annexations 
and for the equal rights of nations in 
general, that may be repeated by any 
pacifist bourgeois. The proletariat can- 
not evade the question that is particu- 
larly “unpleasant” for the imperialist 
bourgeoisie, namely, the question of the 
frontiers of a state that is based on na- 
tional oppression. The proletariat can- 
not but fight against the forcible reten- 
tion of the oppressed nations within the 
boundaries of a given state, and this is 
exactly what the struggle for the right 
of self-determination means. The pro- 
letariat must demand the right of po- 
litical secession for the colonies and for 
the nations that “its own” nation op- 
presses. Unless it does this, proletarian 
internationalism will remain a meaning- 
less phrase; mutual confidence and class 
solidarity between the workers of the 
oppressing and oppressed nations will 
be impossible; the hypocrisy of the re- 
formist and Kautskyan advocates of self- 
determination who maintain silence 
about the nations which are oppressed 
by “their” nation and forcibly retained 
within “their” state will remain un- 


exposed. (V. I. Lenin, Collected Works, 
Vol. XIX, pp. 51-52.) 


It is thus the duty of the Italian 
workers and of all Italian democrats 
frankly and clearly to place the ques- 
tion of self-determination and of po- 
litical secession of the Julian Region 
and of the other Croat and Slovene 
regions which the Italian bourgeoisie 
has ravaged and oppressed during 
long years and which are fighting 
resolutely and continuously against 
“its” imperialist reaction. Instead of 
that, the Italian comrades, whom we 
cited above, speak of “Trieste and 
other disputed regions which will re- 
main with us” (that is to say, with 
Italy) and reproach the workers of 
Trieste for taking a consistent and 
proletarian position and fighting for 
it. 

It is the duty of the Italian work- 
ers and all consistent Italian demo- 
crats to pox: “the question that is 
particularly * ‘npleasant’ for the im- 
perialist bourgeoisie, namely the 
question of the frontiers of a state 
that is based on national oppression,” 
that is to say, to pose the question 
of the Italo-Yugoslav frontier, fight- 
ing in order that the Yugoslav regions 
may unite with the mother country. 

Instead, the leaders of the Italian 
working-class movement whom we 
quoted either ignored by silence 
the question of the Italo-Yugoslav 
frontier or else proposed the Wilson 
line as a frontier, which is imperialist 
both according to its practical results, 
a part of Yugoslav territory being 
“ceded” to Italy, and according to the 
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sentiments which dictated it; or else 
they speak openly, as we saw, of 
“Trieste and other disputed regions 
which will remain with us,” thus in 
reality accepting, both in word and 
deed, the point of view of Italian im- 
perialism on the question of the Ital- 
ian-Yugoslav frontier. 

Yugoslavia, before the Council of 
Foreign Ministers in London, quite 
completely defined its frontiers with 
Italy from the ethnic principle. Ex- 
clusively Yugoslav regions, as well as 
Trieste, entered into the frame of 
these frontiers. In the face of this, 
our Italian comrades, when they 
posed the question of other “regions 
at present under dispute which will 
remain with us,” claim certain Yugo- 
slav regions and actively oppose, not 
only the national rights of our coun- 
try, but also the recognition of the 
rights of oppressed peoples, that is to 
say, of Slovenes and Croats, to self- 
determination up to the point of se- 
cessiori. 

The numerous declarations by 
the leaders of the Italian working- 
class movement on “friendship 
with the Yugoslav people,” on “the 
fraternal frontier,” on “the national 
rights of Slovenes,” on “a divorce 
with 25 years of imperialist policy,” 
when examined in the light of these 
positions taken, become banal phrases 
empty of meanirig, without value or 
importance; for such an attitude re- 
garding the Julian Region objective- 
ly leads the Italian masses to the posi- 
tions of Italian reaction toward our 


Peoples Republic. 
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Secondly: On the question of Tri- 
este, the Italian working-class leaders 
have a position which is entirely clear 
and defined. As we have seen, they 
say that “Trieste has a character in- 
disputably Italian,” which is in effect 
established in one of the first pub- 
lished statements along these lines by 
our “Italian government,” that they 
are “the first” (they, the leaders of 


-the labor movement) to have af- 


firmed “the Italian nature of Trieste,” 
that it is “the task of the government 
to defend the Italian nature of this 
city,” and finally that they themselves 
“will defend it.” That is to say, that 
Trieste must belong to Italy. These 
arguments in favor of this position, 
according to the statements cited 
above, are founded solely on the 
“Italian character,” of Trieste. 
What then is this first document? 
When one speaks of the determina- 
tion of the nationality of cities, from 
a scientific point of view one does not 
exclusively pose the question of the 
national structure of these cities, but 
also the question of other conditions 
born in the course of history. So that 
the question may be clearer let us 
take an imaginary example: There 
are in the interior of Yugoslav terri- 
tory two little towns where the ma- 
jority of the inhabitants are German. 
No reasonable person could propose 
that they belong to Germany because 
their population is German. One 
can find similar examples in other 
countries. It is known that, after 
the October Revolution, Tiflis, the 
capital of Georgia, had only 25 per 
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cent Georgians and fewer than 35 
per cent Armenians. No reasonable 
person ever put forth the thesis of 
the “Armenian character” of Tiflis. 
It is also a known fact that in Hun- 
gary there were towns where the ma- 
jority of the population was German. 
The question of the composition of 
the population of a city from the 
point of view of nationality is there- 
fore not the decisive condition nor 
the most important one for deciding 
its national allegiance. 

Fundamental to the determination 
of the allegiance of the city is the na- 
tional allegiance of its surroundings, 
for a city and its surroundings form 
a territorial and economic unit, for 
the environing countryside conditions 
the life and development of cities 
and, under conditions of more or less 
normal development, modifies and 
creates the national composition of 
cities according to its own national 
character, for the simple reason that 
the rural population, in various ways, 
filters, continually into the city. The 
case of Riga, which was formerly 
a German city, shows this clearly. 

Speaking on this question, V. I. 
Lenin said: 


But the national composition of the 
population is one of the most impor- 
tant economic factors; however, it is 
not the only one or the most important. 
Cities, for example, play @ very impor- 
tant economic role in capitalism, but 
everywhere cities, be they in Poland, 
Lithuania, the Ukraine, Great Rus- 
sia, etc., are distinguished by the 
most motley national composition of the 


population. To separate the cities from 
the villages and the sections surround- 
ing which gravitate toward them eco- 
nomically, because of a “national” fac- 
tor is absurd and impossible. That is 
why Marxists cannot hold exclusively 
and completely to the point of view 
of the “national-territorial” principle. 
(Collected Works, Vol. XVII, p. 158.) 


We think that Lenin’s position ex- 
plains clearly enough and in sufh- 
cient detail the theoretical side of the 
discussion on the subject of Trieste. 

The Italian imperialists of yester- 
day and today knew and know that 
to “separate the cities from the vil- 
lages and the sections surrounding 
which gravitate toward them eco- 
nomically ... is absurd and impossi- 
ble.” That is why knowing this, they 
have tried in obtaining Trieste to also 
secure its surroundings, the Croat and 
Slovene Julian Region. That is to say, 
historical experience shows that Tri- 
este in the hands of Italian imperial- 
ism has strengthened the dominating 
and conquering tendencies of this im- 
perialism, and further, it has been the 
point of departure, since the begin- 
ning of the First World War until 
the victory over Italian fascism, for 
new conquests and oppressions of the 
Yugoslav regions. 

Our Italian comrades also know 
that it is “absurd and impossible” to 
separate cities from their neighboring 
districts which gravitate toward them 
economically. That is why they pose, 
alongside the question of the “de- 
fense” of the “Italian character” of 
Trieste equally the question ef the 
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other “regions at present under dis- 
pute which will remain with us,” or, 
better stated, which will remain with 
Italy. That is why in defending the 
Italian character of Trieste, they insist 
upon the fact that the economic fac- 
tor must also be taken into considera- 
tion. 

There is yet another aspect to the 
“Italian character” of Trieste, that is 
to say the international nature of this 
character. 

Marxist scientific estimation of the 
national composition of the popula- 
tion of given regions cannot be de- 
rived from the vulgar declarations 
about the national majority; it neces- 
sitates a study and appreciation of 
conditions, ways and means which 
have led to a national composition, 
to a given national majority. 

It is only on the basis of a study 
of all these conditions that the labor 
movement can take a scientifically 
and politically correct position. In 
the history of regions and isolated 
cities there are cases where by a “na- 
tural” assimilation, the original na- 
tional composition of the population 
has been modified. On the other 
hand, in the history of certain pres- 
ent regions, there have been cases 
where the modification of the na- 
tional composition of the population 
has been effected by violence, terror, 
and upon the basis of privileges, by 
the oppressor’s policy of nationaliza- 
tion. In this case, the labor move- 
ment does not recognize “assimila- 
tion” thus effected and does not take 
it into eonsideration when determin- 


ing the national allegiance of the re- 
gions and cities in question. Particu- 
larly in the imperialist epoch, such 
an “assimilation” is a means and a 
method of the policy of oppression 
and violence of imperialists who 
habitually wear the mask of “civiliz- 
ers.” Lenin, in his polemic with the 
Buadist Liebman, rejected and con- 
demned “assimilation” effected by 
means of violence, assimilation “by 
violence or which supports itself on 
privilege.” (Jdid., p. 146.) 

In the countries where the power 
is in the hands of the people all as- 
similation by force is excluded. Our 
peoples’ Republic, a truly democratic 
state, which realizes to the fullest 
equality between nationalities, has 
put into practice the right of free 
development for all national minori- 
ties. The Italians of the Julian Re- 
gion have been able to convince 
themselves by their own experience 
of this. Under the very conditions 
of our people’s democracy, they have 
gained the possibility for the com- 
plete development of their national, 
cultural and social life. Cultural 
rights under fascist authority were 
the privilege of the Italian upper- 
class, while in our peoples’ de- 
mocracy, the Italian workers have 
obtained this right. The complete 
multiple spread of national culture, 
national in ferm and democratic, 
popular and human in content in our 
peoples’ republic, does not transform 
national units into narrow nationalist 
circles, but, on the contrary, presup- 
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ses broad collaboration, mutual aid 
and fraternal relations between all 
the nationalities and national minori- 
ties. This shows that all “danger” 
of assimilation in our republic is ex- 
cluded on principle. 

Despite this, our Italian comrades 
are worried about the “destiny” of 
the “Italian character” of Trieste. In- 
stead of posing the question as to how 
this “character” was created, and in- 
stead of renouncing in principle and 
in fact Italian fascism’s policy of op- 
pression of Trieste and all of the Jul- 
ian Region, they defend the “Italian 
character” of Trieste, forgetting the 
ways, means, and methods by which 
the Italian majority of Trieste was 
created and take it as a perfectly sat- 
isfactory condition for the determina- 
tion of their political position con- 
cerning the retention of Trieste by 
Italy, whose national character it may 
be said in passing would have been 
quite different under conditions of 
normal development which would 
not have been hindered by violent 
measures. 

Lenin in his polemic with Lieb- 
man, wrote: 


No. There are not possible detours. 
Mr. Liebman has condemned “assimi- 
lationism” understanding under this 
term, net violence, not inequality, not 


the privilege. (Jdid., p. 140.) 


Thus we say to our Italian com- 
trades: No. These are not possible 
detours. You have accepted “assimi- 
lation,” understanding by the term 
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precisely violence, precisely inequal- 
ity, precisely privileges. 

Here, then, is what is involved in 
the theoretical aspect of the question 
of Trieste. But this question is not 
only theoretical; it is a concrete ques- 
tion of an histcrical, economic and 
political nature. 

Historical, in the first place, be- 
cause one must determine the histori- 
cal process of the birth of the “Italian 
character” of Trieste. 

Economic, because one must define 
the vital tie which links Trieste to a 
definite economic organism, Italian 
or Yugoslav. 

Political, because one must con- 
sider this question in relation to the 
existing circumstances and relation- 
ships. 

From the history of the establish- 
ment of the “Italian character” of 
Trieste we shall stress only three 
facts: 

At a time when the Italian people 
waged the struggle for national unifi- 
cation, when the expansionist ten- 
dencies of the Italian bourgeoisie 
were not yet in the fore, the most ad- 
vanced men of Italy, insisting upon 
the necessity for fraternity between 
the Italian and Yugoslav peoples, pro- 
posed the Sotcha River as the eastern 
frontier of Italy. Thus, in 1847, in 
his book The Rights of Man, Gui- 
seppi Mazzini said that the source 
of the Sotcha was the frontier God 
had given Italy and up to which 
Italian was spoken and understood, 
while beyond this frontier Italians 
had no rights. The fact that Mazzini 
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himself changed his point of view in 
accord with the development of “ex- 
pansionist” tendencies of the Italian 
bourgeoisie, does not change the im- 
portance of this historic fact. 

The policy of the Austrian rulers 
in the Julian Region and particularly 
in Trieste was, taken as a whole, a 
policy favoring the Italians and en- 
couraging the denationalization of 
the Slavic population (Croatian and 
Slovenian). 

Stalin denounced the essence and 
the method of this policy in these 
terms: 


There is an old specific system of rul- 
ing, under which a bourgeois govern- 
ment makes certain nationalities its 
favorites, grants them privileges and 
humbles the other nations, not wishing 
to bother with them. Thus, by placing 
one nationality in a favored position, it 
uses it to press on the others. Such, 
for instance, was the method of rule in 
Austria. (Joseph Stalin, Marxism and 
the National and Colonial Question, 


p. 161.) 


The Austrian method of govern- 
ment in the Julian Region and par- 
ticularly in Trieste, taken as a whole 
and not judged by a few exceptional 
maneuvers by Austrian rulers, fol- 
lowed the path of conciliation of the 
Italian nationality and through this 
oppression of the Croat and Slovene 
nationalities. The history of these 
regions shows this beyond the shad- 
ow of a doubt. We shall not insist 


on the fact that the Italian language 
was the only one allowed in the 
courts up to 1883, and that in practice 





this state of affairs was not greatly 
modified until the end of Austrian 
domination of the Julian Region. 
Nor shall we insist on the question 
of the cultural privileges of the Ital- 
ian minority, or on the question of 
the situation and the role of the Ital- 
ians in the Austrian administrative 
aparatus, any more than on the ques- 
tion of the barriers systematically put 


-in the way of the development of a 


Croat and Slovene intellectual class. 
These are historic facts known to 
all those whose thinking has not been 
sullied by chauvinism. We shall men- 
tion only that which is particularly 
characteristic of the history of the 
“Italian character of Trieste,” for 
example, the famous Austrian 
census. In the Julian Region and in 
Trieste, there was carried out under 
Austrian domination, a census of the 
population, not on the basis of na 
tional origin, but upon that of the 
“language used.” From the fact that 
by force of circumstances the Italian 
language was imposed in business 
and in large part in the administra- 
tion, a large section of the population 
of Trieste had to know Italian. At 
the time of the census these people 
were put down as having Italian as 
their “language used.” Better to il- 
lustrate this method of Italianization 
of the Croats and Slovenes of Trieste, 
we shall cite only one statistical fact: 
At Meintizgen important conclu- 
sions were reached concerning the 
place of origin of the inhabitants of 
Trieste since the census of 1goo. Of 
178,590 persons, 106,105 were born 
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in Carniole, in Dalmatia 3,098, and 
17,718 abroad. Results were reached 
which show that the census regard- 
ing the language in use is not worthy 
of belief. Among people born in 
Carniole 6,153 were registered as 
usually speaking Italian, 1047 Ger- 
man and only 2,672 as Slovene; as 
for those of Dalmatian origin, 2,588 
were described as Italian-speaking, 
201 Serbo-Croat, and 85 German. 
(du sujet de Trieste, p. 296). 

The fascist government of Mus- 
solini did not content itself with the 
Austrian methods for the creation 
of the “Italian character” of Trieste. 
By fascist methods of terror, assas- 
sination, torture, incendiary acts, de- 
portation of populations, closing of 
Slovene and Croat schools, the des- 
truction of cultural centers, etc., there 
began at an accelerated pace the 
creation of the “Italian character of 
Trieste.” Mussolini’s fascists also used 
“legal” means. From the beginning 
of their rule in the Julian Region, 
they brought a great number of Ital- 
ians into Trieste. On the basis of the 
famous laws on the Italianization of 
names, places, and proper names, 
tens and tens of thousands of Croats 
and Slovenes became “Italians” over- 
night. It must be said in passing that 
it was specified in these laws that 
lists had to be made up of Italian and 
Latin names translated into a foreign 
language, or whose spelling had been 
changed by the addition of a foreign 
ending. 

The fascist denationalization of 
the Julian Region also had its eco- 
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nomic aspects. One may mention the 
case of the agricultural cooperatives 
and credits which at the time of the 
Italian annexation numbered 310 
and had 100,000 members. At the 
end of a certain time the cooperatives 
were liquidated, which was a heavy 
blow for the Slovene and Croat 
peasantry. Further, the banking pol- 
icy of the fascists led to the plunging 
of the peasants into debt, and tended 
toward the dispossession of the 
Slovene and Croat peasantry. For 
this purpose on the initiative of the 
fascist organization of Trieste a spe- 
cial credit bureau was created “Ente 
per la rinascita delle tre Venezie,” 


‘ which bought Slovene and Croat 


property and resold it to the Italian 
colonizers. This plan, which had 
very painful consequences for the 
Slavic population, was called “Bonifi- 
cazione Etnica” by the fascists. 
Examined in the light of these 
historic facts, the thesis of our Ital- 
ian comrades on the “Italian charac- 
ter” of Trieste, which does not 
recognize the arbitrary imperialist 
methods by which this character was 
created, is not even a half-truth. By 
not repudiating the Austrian and 
Mussolinian methods of denational- 
ization of Trieste, the points of view 
of our Italian comrades recognize 
and accept the results of the Austrian 
census on the basis of “language 
used,” as well as Mussolini’s laws on 
changing names based on correction 
of deformed spelling and on the 
“rejection” of “foreign sounds” and 
the activity of the “Ente per la rina- 
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scita delle tre Venezie,” and the or- 
ganized immigration of thousands 
of Italians into Trieste with the end 
in view of Italianizing the city, etc. 
The point of view of our Italian 
comrades finally ends up in basing 
itself on the Austrian and Musso- 
linian policy of denationalization of 
the Julian Region and of Trieste 
in particular. 


It is not necessary to speak very. 


much of the fact that Trieste is a 
part of the economic organism which 
Yugoslavia constitutes, because our 
Italian comrades themselves affirm 
the fact that the “economic factor” 
must be taken into consideration. 


However, we want to say a few- 


words about this factor. It is well 
known that Trieste under the Italian 
regime has suffered a relative decline 
and retrogression from the economic 
point of view. As a great seaport and 
market, Trieste has lost the impor- 
tance it might have had in relation 
to our country and central Europe. 
The Trieste industry deprived of its 
hinterland, as much from the point 
of view of labor power as, in good 
part, from that of raw materials, is 
bound to retrogress. Only when 
linked to its hinterland, and solidly 
basing itself on it, can Trieste realize 
the conditions for its development. 
As for the rest, it is not 
necessary to emphasize the eco- 
nomic wealth of Trieste with its 
hinterland, in both the narrow and 
large sense of the word, for Trieste 
does not escape from the general rule 
of the “natural division of labor” 


(Stalin) which holds true every. 
where, in all countries—the division 
of labor between certain regions and 
particularly between cities, economic 
centers and their environs. On the 
subject of this division of labor, 
Stalin wrote: 


The division of labor thus established 
between the regions, cannot be elimi. 
nated by the stroke of a pen: it has been 
created historically by the whole cours 
of economic development of the federa- 
tion. (Joseph Stalin, Cited Work, p. 
121.) 


We have said that the Italian com. 
rades, “taking into consideration” 
the “economic factor,” recognize the 
fact that Trieste is linked and de- 
pends economically on its hinterland. 
But instead of recognizing the neces 
sity for uniting Trieste to this hin 
terland, they speak “of other regions 
at present under dispute which will 
remain with us,” thus joining with 
the thesis upheld, today as yesterday, 
by the imperialist Italian policy. 

Insofar as Trieste and “the other 
regions under dispute” are con 
cerned, taken as a concrete political 
question, we shall speak of this later 
on. For the moment, let us review 
only two things. 


During the entire war of national 
liberation, the struggle of the peo 
ples of the Julian Region was an 
integral part of the struggles of the 
Yugoslav peoples. It could not be 
otherwise because the population of 
the Julian Region, in its majority, 
belongs to the Croat and Slovene 
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peoples. By this struggle, to which 
it gave so much, the Julian Region 
has linked its destiny with that of 
Yugoslavia. The peoples of the 
Julian Region entered the struggle 
not only to free themselves of the 
fascist and German occupation but 
also to unite themselves with the 
Slovene and Croat peoples. It is a 
known fact that the democrats of 
Trieste and the workers in _parti- 
cular, without distinction of national 
origin, actively participated in this 
struggle. That is why when today 
our Italian comrades pose the ques- 
tion of Trieste and “other regions at 
present under dispute” as a question 
under “litigation” they are not only 
in error in principle but they also 
are mistaken as to the meaning of 
the armed struggle of the Yugoslav 
people—their goals, sacrifices and 
results. Such a struggle, led in order 
to rejoin Yugoslavia, remains a his- 
toric fact which no postwar combina- 
tion can erase. That is the first point. 

The second is as follows. The war 
against fascism was waged according 
to democratic slogans. Its world his- 
toric importance consists in this, 
among other things, that “all condi- 
tions indispensable to world peace 
have already been conquered” (Sta- 
lin). The defeated imperialists and 
the fascist circles throughout the 
world today, with the war ended, 
wage a tenacious struggle, under 
various forms and by various means, 
to conserve their former positions, 
to create new sources of conflicts. 
The Italian imperialists clearly ex- 
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hibit similar aspirations concerning 
Yugoslav territories. They would 
like to make the Trieste question the 
source of their future conflicts. When 
our Italian comrades thus pose the 
question of Trieste and “other re- 
gions under dispute” they impede 
the building of a just peace in the 
domain of Italo-Yugoslav relations. 

That is what the “Italian charac- 
ter” of Trieste comes to, from the in- 
ternal logic of “one of the first docu- 
ments” of the Italian government 
which, alas, as they themselves say, 
the leaders of the Italian labor move- 
ment were the “first to set forth.” 

Thirdly, the leaders of the Italian 
labor movement, regarding the 
Julian Region, and Trieste in parti- 
cular, again make another grave error 
in theory and political tactics. Either 
they consider the question of Trieste 
separately, without regard to the in- 
ternational situation or human pro- 
gress under present conditions, or 
else they transform the present inter- 
national situation, the present strug- 
gle of social forces of progress, into 
sheer phraseology which means 
nothing. 

What is essential in this question 
is that they do not see that the join- 
ing of the Julian Region to the Peo- 
ples Republic of Yugoslavia—to 
Croatia and Slovenia—strengthens 
the position of democracy and world 
peace, strengthens the position of the 
social forces of progress; for Yugo- 
slavia is a link in this chain of forces, 
the most solid fortress of democracy 
and peace in the Balkans and Cen- 
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tral Europe. On the other hand, the 
attitude—“defend” “Trieste and 
other regions today under dispute” 
—serves to strengthen the position of 
reaction in Italy and the entire 
world. 

The labor movement in our coun- 
try has had the opportunity in its 
own ranks to get rid of such points 
of view, which are dangerous in 
theory and practice for the working 
class. It has remained firm on its po- 
sition of struggle for democracy, a 
struggle which is conducted on a 
world scale. Our movement has held 
to its position, thanks to the aid of 
Comrade Stalin: 


His [Comrade Semich’s] attempt to 
deal with the national question in 
Yugoslavia without reference to the in- 
ternational situation and the probable 
course of events in Europe must, un- 
doubtedly, also be regarded as an error. 
(Joseph Stalin, Cited Work, p. 202.) 


Certain ones however among our 
Italian comrades seem to want to 
“establish a link” with the interna- 
tional situation and “strengthen” 
their position on the question of 
Trieste, “support it” and “justify it” 
by the interests and the progress of 
liberty and democracy in all Italy 
and all Europe. 

The question of the “interests and 
the progress of liberty and democ- 
racy,” the question of the struggle 
for progress of humanity to which 
the national question is subor- 
dinated, is not an abstract phrase but 
a concrete political question. The 


progress of humanity in each stag 
of its historic development unfold 
in the midst of concrete historical 
conditions in each country and the 
entire world, starting from concrete 
positions obtained by progressive s. 
cial forces in resolving the concrete 
questions existing on the level of 
struggle between the forces of te. 
action and progress. That is why the 
teachers of the working class have 
always maintained that this ques 
tion must be approached from 
concrete and historical point of view. 


In considering the question of the 
Julian Region under present condi. 
tions, where do “the interests” and 
the progress of both liberty and de. 
mocracy lie? The best reply to this 
question is the alignment of social 
and political forces regarding this 
question. The fundamental question 
of this alignment is, firstly, that al 
the truly democratic forces have 
come out in favor of the joining of 
the Julian Region, including Trieste, 
to Yugoslavia. We cite below some 
democratic newspapers. 


The French newspaper L’Human- 
ité of September 15, 1945, writes: 


It must be recalled that Mussolini 
sent there Italians chosen with the aim 
of creating there a fortress of fascism 
and chauvinism. Trieste has no im 
portance for Italy because Italian com- 
mercial trade is carried on through 
other Adriatic ports. The fact that 
Trieste was never developed under Ital- 
ian domination is a proof of this. ... 
Istria and Trieste are Slovene lands. 
Rightfully they must return to Yugo 
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slavia. The project of dividing Istria 
in two so that Trieste and one section 
of the territory as far as the Pulj (Pola) 
is abandoned to Italy, corresponds 
neither to ethnic and economic condi- 
tions nor to simple justice. 


The Polish paper Glos Ludu of 
September 10, 1945, writes: 


One knows in general that the Ital- 
ian working masses in Trieste fought 
side by side with their Slav neighbors 
against the common enemy and that 
this common struggle linked their fate 
with the fate of Yugoslavia. 


The Czech paper Svobodne Slovo 
of September 2, 1945, writes: 


To unite Trieste with Italy would 
mean to sacrifice the Yugoslav popular 
masses and still further to force Italy 
into a policy of expansion towards the 
Balkans, for she would undertake to 
assure a hinterland for the port of 
Trieste. That is why the slogan “Tri- 
este to Yugoslavia” is profitable to jus- 
tice and to the security of peace in 
Europe. 


The Swiss 


Ouvriére writes: 


paper La Voix 


Once and for all the question of Tri- 
este must be settled. Toward this end 
prejudices and falsely sentimental po- 
sitions must be abandoned and the ques- 
tion solved from a strictly realistic point 
of view in order to permit peaceful de- 
velopment of the Italian and Yugoslav 
peoples. It is perfectly certain that 
Italy can progress without Trieste. 


Etc., etc. We think that is it not 


517 
necessary to quote the Soviet, Bul- 
garian, Albanian, and other progres- 
sive papers. 

Secondly, the most reactionary ele- 
ments of Europe and America, reac- 
tionary traitor elements of Yugo- 
slavia as well, have taken the point 
of view that Trieste must belong to 
Italy. We have seen that the same 
position is taken by fascists and neo- 
fascists of all “nationalities,” the 
Hearst press and the British fascist 
Mosley, the promoters of Western 
or Mediterranean blocs, Franco and 
his Portuguese colleagues, the reac- 
tionary clericals of Zurich, Rome and 
Zagreb, Yaltchin and his masters of 
Turkey, Palestine and Egypt; and 
naturally we find in this gang Pera 
Zivkovic and Jeftic, Milan Gavri- 
lovic, and other official or secret 
signatories of the memorandum by 
emigré “Yugoslavs” which they pre- 
sented to the Foreign Ministers’ Con- 
ference in London when it was dis- 
cussing the Trieste question. Finally, 
Zivko Topalovic thought it necessary 
to line up again with the enemies of 
“his” country, this traitor, Social- 
Democrat adjutant of Mikhailovic, 
who, let it be said in passing, lives 
in Italy. Thirdly, the conceptions and 
positions of the representatives of 
the Italian labor movement, unhap- 
pily coincide with those of these 
reactionary circles. 

This alignment of international 
forces is not a result of chance. The 
decisive facts are that the Julian 
Region is an integral part of the 
Croat and Slovene nations which 
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tral Europe. On the other hand, the 
attitude—“defend” “Trieste and 
other regions today under dispute” 
—serves to strengthen the position of 
reaction in Italy and the entire 
world. 

The labor movement in our coun- 
try has had the opportunity in its 
own ranks to get rid of such points 
of view, which are dangerous in 
theory and practice for the working 
class. It has remained firm on its po- 
sition of struggle for democracy, a 
struggle which is conducted on a 
world scale. Our movement has held 
to its position, thanks to the aid of 
Comrade Stalin: 


His [Comrade Semich’s] attempt to 
deal with the national question in 
Yugoslavia without reference to the in- 
ternational situation and the probable 
course of events in Europe must, un- 
doubtedly, also be regarded as an error. 
(Joseph Stalin, Cited Work, p. 202.) 


Certain ones however among our 
Italian comrades seem to want to 
“establish a link” with the interna- 
tional situation and “strengthen” 
their position on the question of 
Trieste, “support it” and “justify it” 
by the interests and the progress of 
liberty and democracy in all Italy 
and all Europe. 

The question of the “interests and 
the progress of liberty and democ- 
racy,” the question of the struggle 
for progress of humanity to which 
the national question is subor- 
dinated, is not an abstract phrase but 
a concrete political question. The 


progress of humanity in each stag 
of its historic development unfolds 
in the midst of concrete historical 
conditions in each country and the 
entire world, starting from concrete 
positions obtained by progressive s. 
cial forces in resolving the concrete 
questions existing on the level of 
struggle between the forces of re. 
action and progress. That is why the 
teachers of the working class have 
always maintained that this ques 
tion must be approached from a 
concrete and historical point of view, 


In considering the question of the 
Julian Region under present condi- 
tions, where do “the interests” and 
the progress of both liberty and de 
mocracy lie? The best reply to this 
question is the alignment of social 
and political forces regarding this 
question. The fundamental question 
of this alignment is, firstly, that al 
the truly democratic forces have 
come out in favor of the joining of 
the Julian Region, including Trieste, 
to Yugoslavia. We cite below some 
democratic newspapers. 


The French newspaper L’Human- 
ité of September 15, 1945, writes: 


It must be recalled that Mussolini 
sent there Italians chosen with the aim 
of creating there a fortress of fascism 
and chauvinism. Trieste has no im 
portance for Italy because Italian com- 
mercial trade is carried on through 
other Adriatic ports. The fact that 
Trieste was never developed under Ital- 
ian domination is a proof of this. ... 
Istria and Trieste are Slovene lands. 
Rightfully they must return to Yugo 
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slavia. The project of dividing Istria 
in two so that Trieste and one section 
of the territory as far as the Pulj (Pola) 
is abandoned to Italy, corresponds 
neither to ethnic and economic condi- 
tions nor to simple justice. 


The Polish paper Glos Ludu of 
September 10, 1945, writes: 


One knows in general that the Ital- 
ian working masses in Trieste fought 
side by side with their Slav neighbors 
against the common enemy and that 
this common struggle linked their fate 
with the fate of Yugoslavia. 


The Czech paper Svobodne Slovo 
of September 2, 1945, writes: 


To unite Trieste with Italy would 
mean to sacrifice the Yugoslav popular 
masses and still further to force Italy 
into a policy of expansion towards the 
Balkans, for she would undertake to 
assure a hinterland for the port of 
Trieste. That is why the slogan “Tri- 
este to Yugoslavia” is profitable to jus- 
tice and to the security of peace in 
Europe. 


The Swiss 
Ouvriére writes: 


paper La Voix 


Once and for all the question of Tri- 
este must be settled. Toward this end 
prejudices and falsely sentimental po- 
sitions must be abandoned and the ques- 
tion solved from a strictly realistic point 
of view in order to permit peaceful de- 
velopment of the Italian and Yugoslav 
peoples. It is perfectly certain that 
Italy can progress without Trieste. 


Etc., etc. We think that is it not 
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necessary to quote the Soviet, Bul- 
garian, Albanian, and other progres- 
sive papers. 

Secondly, the most reactionary ele- 
ments of Europe and America, reac- 
tionary traitor elements of Yugo- 
slavia as well, have taken the point 
of view that Trieste must belong to 
Italy. We have seen that the same 
position is taken by fascists and neo- 
fascists of all “nationalities,” the 
Hearst press and the British fascist 
Mosley, the promoters of Western 
or Mediterranean blocs, Franco and 
his Portuguese colleagues, the reac- 
tionary clericals of Zurich, Rome and 
Zagreb, Yaltchin and his masters of 
Turkey, Palestine and Egypt; and 
naturally we find in this gang Pera 
Zivkovic and Jeftic, Milan Gavri- 
lovic, and other official or secret 
signatories of the memorandum by 
emigré “Yugoslavs” which they pre- 
sented to the Foreign Ministers’ Con- 
ference in London when it was dis- 
cussing the Trieste question. Finally, 
Zivko Topalovic thought it necessary 
to line up again with the enemies of 
“his” country, this traitor, Social- 
Democrat adjutant of Mikhailovic, 
who, let it be said in passing, lives 
in Italy. Thirdly, the conceptions and 
positions of the representatives of 
the Italian labor movement, unhap- 
pily coincide with those of these 
reactionary circles. 

This alignment of international 
forces is not a result of chance. The 
decisive facts are that the Julian 
Region is an integral part of the 
Croat and Slovene nations which 
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was “given” to Italian imperialism 
on the basis of a treaty at the time 
of the first imperialist war; that the 
Peoples Republic of Yugoslavia has 
for the past five years been on the 
battlefront against fascism, that it 
has become an important fortress of 
democracy and peace, and that be- 
cause of this, the interest of all the 
forces of liberty is to strengthen this 
fortress, and, finally, that the de- 
mands of Italy, principal ally of Hit- 
ler-Germany, toward the Julian Re- 
gion and Trieste, are unjust and op- 
pressive. 

That is why the liberation, from 
the national point of view, and the 
reuniting of the Julian Region, is 
not only a demand flowing logically 
from the right of peoples to self- 
determination, and even to secession, 
but also a demand in the interests 
of European democracy. Clearly, 
neither the “special interests” of the 
Trieste workers nor the interest of 
progress and liberty and democracy 
in Italy and all of Europe can be 
found in the company of Hearst, 
Mosley, Zivkovic and others; the spe- 
cial “interest” and the general in- 
terest of the Trieste workers in these 
circumstances and at this time on 
this question lies with all progressive 
social forces. The present set of 


circumstances results in the fact that 
the special interests of the Julian Re- 
gion and of Yugoslavia coincide pre- 
cisely with the general interests of 
European and even extra-European 
democracy. 


POLITICAL AFFAIRS 


Ii. 


There is however a “difference” 
between our Italian comrades and 
the open advocates of Italian impe- 
rialism on the question of Italo 
Yugoslav relations. The “differ- 
ence” does not lie in the posing of 
the problem but, as they themselves 
say, in the “manner of defending” 
(the Italian nature of Trieste). 


“That which separates us is the man- 


ner of defending it ” said Gallo in 
his declaration, “for a better defense 
of the nature of Trieste.” 

This “manner of defending” has 
three characteristics: 


1. The autonomy of “Trieste and 
other regions under dispute.” 


“I would add that we must give 
Trieste and other regions at present 
under dispute which will remain 
with us the greatest autonomy; 
otherwise it would be very difficult 
for us to maintain a free and demo- 
cratic administration there.” 

Neither the official representatives 
of Italian policy “toward the east” 
nor the diverse fascist and pro-fascist 
provocateurs have yet maintained 
the point of view that Trieste must 
be “given” “the greatest autonomy.” 
Their position is “consistent” and 
“logical.” If the Julian Region and 
Trieste have an “Italian character,” 
an “Italian origin,” are “Italian ter- 
ritories,” then “logically” it is not 
necessary to give Italian territories 
autonomy. “Venezia Giulia” re 
mains “logically an Italian province.” 
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However, our Italian comrades 
are embarrassed and should be em- 
barrassed by the absurd contradiction 
into which they have fallen. The 
theses of the “ungestionably Italian 
character of Trieste” and the neces- 
sity of “giving” “the greatest auton- 
omy” are mutually exclusive. Ac- 
cording to what logical reasoning 
must Trieste and “other regions at 
present under dispute,” if they are 
Italian territories, obtain the “great- 
est” national autonomy? To recog- 
nize the necessity of autonomy is to 
recognize the other non-Italian pe- 
culiarities of the whole territory that 
is called the Julian Region. 

It is obvious that the author of the 
declaration about the necessity of 
giving the greatest autonomy felt the 
absurdity of his position; for he did 
not justify this “greatest autonomy” 
by the national characteristics of 
“Trieste and other regions at present 
under dispute,” but by the necessity 
of “maintaining” “democratic ad- 
ministration.” However, a demo- 
cratic administration in states with a 
single nationality does not require, 
as any one knows, national auton- 
omy, for there would be no one to 
whom to give it and no one to de- 
mand it. A democratic adminis- 
tration requires this autonomy in 
multinational states. Thus, either 
“Trieste and other regions at present 
under dispute” have an “unques- 
tionably Italian character” and it is 
not necessary to give them autonomy 
or else “Trieste and other regions at 
present under dispute” have national 
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peculiarities different from Italian, 
and must be granted national auton- 
omy. 

Thus the thesis of the Italian im- 
perialists falls into an absurd contra- 
diction when it is taken up by certain 
of our Italian comrades. This con- 
tradiction is the result of attempts 
undertaken without directing prin- 
ciple to reconcile the imperialist real- 
ity of the position of official Italian 
policy toward the Julian Region with 
the forms of a consistent democratic 
approach. 

What is the guiding thought of 
this grant of the “greatest autonomy” 
to “Trieste and other regions at 
present under dispute”? The guid- 
ing thought, above all, is to retain 
the Slavic “zones,” these regions 
which border on the mother coun- 
try (Slovene and Croat), under the 
authority of Italian imperialism, and 
then to raise among the population 
of the Julian Region the false hope 
of a possible freedom of nationalities 
under the authority of Italian impe- 
rialism. 

Our Italian comrades invented 
nothing with this “autonomy.” A 
similar conception of the “solution” 
of the national question was already 
presented well before their time by 
the Social-Dernocrats headed by 
Bauer. As is known, Stalin exposed 
the true face of this position in 1912. 

Someone might say: But you also 
share the point of view of the neces- 
sity of giving Trieste the status of a 
federal unit within your republic. 
That is true. But this point of view, 
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because of its basic principles and 
logic, is in absolute opposition to the 
Italian point of view on “autonomy.” 
Why? First of all, it is a question 
here of a city with a Yugoslav hinter- 
land to which it has always been 
linked and with which it must re- 
main unified if it is to live and de- 
velop; of a city which is objectively, 
according to every consistent scien- 


tific criterion an integral part of the - 


Slavic regions, the Julian Region. 
That is why Yugoslavia does not 
deny the national peculiarity of this 
city but recognizes it and resolves 
this problem within the Yugoslav re- 
public in accordance with the consist- 
ent application of the principles of 
equality among nationalities. 


2. The agreement between Yugo- 
slavia and Italy. 


“We have proposed that in view 
of this defense (of the Italian char- 
acter of Trieste) we would seek an 
agreement with the Yugoslav people 
and government to reach a friendly 
solution on this question,” say our 
Italian comrades. 

The question of friendly agree- 
ment is a theoretical and practical po- 
litical question. The history of in- 
ternational relations and particularly 
contemporary experience, shows that 
friendly, fraternal, lasting relations 
can be established only between 
states that are free of all imperialist 
policy, that is to say, states in which 
power is truly in the hands of the 
people. A friendly agreement can be 
realized between states which, at 


least during a certain period,- have 
common aims, which work unitedly 
to reach them, and which in none 
of their activities threaten each 
other. 


That is the general principle, 
What concrete basis do the leaders 
of the Italian labor movement pro- 
pose to the Italian rulers? 


According to their own words they 
propose an agreement with the aim 
of “defending” the “Italian charac- 
ter” of Trieste. Against whom is 
Trieste to be “defended”? Against 
the Peoples Federated Republic of 
Yugoslavia whose national rights are 
contested? When one adds to this 
the position regarding other “regions 
at present under dispute which will 
remain with us” (that is to say, 
Italy), one sees the whole basis of 
the agreement proposed by the lead- 
ers of the Italian labor movement. 

Marshal Tito, in his famous ar- 
ticle, “What is disturbing relations 
with Italy and what must be done to 
normalize them?” has presented the 
only just and possible basis for Italo- 
Yugoslav relations: 


Yes. Yugoslavia wants to maintain 
good relations with Italy. But under 
what conditions? Under the conditions 
that the Italian government openly rec- 
ognize that Yugoslavia has been a vic 
tim of Italy’s imperialist attack, with- 
out using the arguments of Mussolini 
or anyone else, for that is an historic 
fact. Secondly, that the Italian govern- 
ment recognize the great number of 
victims and the enormous damage to 
which’ Yugoslavia has been subjected 
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during the Italian occupation. Third- 
ly, that Italy recognize the justice of 
Yugoslavia’s territorial demands. 


In the light of these concrete con- 
ditions so clearly defined, the dec- 
larations of our Italian comrades on 
the “friendly and fraternal relations,” 
etc, reduce themselves to phrases 
without real content, and the basis 
which they propose and which in- 
cludes “the defense of the Italian 
character of Trieste,” plus “the other 
regions under dispute which will re- 
main with us,” has at present no 
common grounds with the position 
taken by our State and its leaders. 

A sincere and friendly agreement 
between Italy and Yugoslavia would 
have far-reaching importance, which 
would go beyond the frame of Ital- 
ian-Yugoslav relations. Our coun- 
try was oriented toward such an ac- 
cord during the war. We think that 
the aid which our country has given 
the anti-fascist movement in Italy 
is sufficient proof of that. Neverthe- 
less, in Italy, despite these relations 
and this friendly accord, the circum- 
stances have changed unfavorably, 
and for this Yugoslavia bears none 
of the responsibility. This responsi- 
bility falls in major part upon the 
present leaders of Italy who have 
not conducted their foreign policy 
with a view toward an equitable 
arrangement concerning the Italo- 
Yugoslav frontier, but have carried 
iton in the spirit of the well-known 
claims on Yugoslav territories of 
Italian imperialism. By their erron- 
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eous position on Trieste and “other 
regions under dispute,” by their hesi- 
tant, irresolute attitude during a 
whole series of repugnant campaigns 
conducted by Italian reaction against 
our country, the leaders of the Ital- 
ian labor movement uphold the offi- 
cial policy of the Italian government 
now in power. Let us repeat it once 
more. One cannot resolve the prob- 
lem of Italo-Yugoslav relations by 
declarations on “friendship,” “re- 
spect,” “admiration of Yugoslav 
democracy,” on the repudiations of 
“fascist imperialism,” on the “re- 
spect for the rights of nationalities,” 
while on the other hand, one affirms 
the Italian character of Trieste, one 
states that one is ready to battle for 
it, one gives “the greatest autonomy” 
to Trieste and “other regions under 
dispute,” and one accuses the work- 
ers and the democrats of Trieste of 
“taking the wrong road.” 


On this question the leaders of 
the Italian labor movement have 
fallen into an absurd contradiction. 


3. The Unity of the Working 
Class and the “Error” of the Trieste 
Workers. 


We understand this attitude of the 
Trieste workers but do not approve of 
it. . . . We are more than ever con- 
vinced that the solution of the problem 
of Trieste and the Italians of this re- 
gion, the problem of the defense of their 
future, must be sought by a different 
route than that followed up till now, 
by a route which would see reunited 
in a single bloc all the democrats of 
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Trieste, whether Italians or Slovenes. 
(From the cited declaration by Gallo.) 


We continue: 


We think that the Trieste workers 
are taking the wrong road, but we could 
play the role of mediators only if the 
campaign against Yugoslavia is stopped. 
(From the speech by Palmiro Togliatti 
at Turin, November 3, 1945.) 


To conclude: 


We understand this reaction and this 
state of feeling among the Italian work- 
ers in Trieste. It is the result of the agi- 
tation by our nationalists and reaction- 
aries. We understand this attitude, but 
we do not approve of it and we say so 
openly. We stand for the rights of each 
people to self-determination. But the 
Trieste Italians, like Italians in all parts 
of Italy, should not only be preoccupied 
with their own interest and develop- 
ment, but with the interest and devel- 
opment of democracy throughout Italy 
and in Europe. .. . The Trieste workers 
foresee the possibility of a return of fas- 
cism or reaction, and demand that Tri- 
este enter the Yugoslav Federation 
where they would be sure of finding a 
political and economic regime more pro- 
gressive and democratic than in Italy. 
(From the speech by Luigi Longa, Oc- 
tober 22, 1945.) 


If we remove the superfluous 
words from these statements, we find 
this idea: 

a. We are partisans of the unity of 
the workers of Trieste, of unity be- 
tween Italians and Slovenes, for their 
unity in one bloc; 

b. The Trieste workers are taking 
the wrong road. We do not approve 


their position on the entrance of Tri. 
este into the Yugoslav Federation; 

c. Each has the right of self-deter. 
mination. The Trieste Italians must 
not take into consideration their spe- 
cial interests, but those of democracy 
throughout Italy and Europe. 

d. The political and economic re- 
gime of Yugoslavia is more demo- 
cratic and progressive than that of 


- Italy; 


e. The Trieste workers’ position in 
favor of the entry of Trieste into the 
Yugoslav Federation is a reaction to 
the agitation of Italian nationalists 
and reactionaries. 

Each one of these propositions con- 
tradicts the other: if someone favors 
the unity of the Trieste workers, the 
unity of Trieste democrats, a single 
bloc of Slovenes and Italians in 
Trieste, and this unity, this bloc is 
made upon the basis of the return of 
Trieste to Yugoslavia, then logically 
he recognizes also this basis of this 
unity. If, on the contrary, he de- 
clares himself against this basis, ac- 
cusing the workers of Trieste of tak- 
ing a “wrong road” because they de- 
clare themselves in favor of a return 
to Yugoslavia, he is then logically 
against the unity thus established, 
against the existing bloc of Trieste 
workers, the democrats of Trieste, 
the Slovenes and Italians of Trieste. 
It is one or the other. If you are, 
Italian comrades, partisans of the 
unity established between the Trieste 
workers, partisans of this single bloc, 
which exists between the democrats 
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of Trieste, then you must also recog- 
nize the basis of this unity: the 
union of Trieste and Yugoslavia. 
But if you are hostile to this union, 
as you say, then you are hostile to 
the unity thus created by the bloc of 
Trieste workers, hostile to all labor 
and true democratic unity. It is one 
or the other. 

If each has the right of self-deter- 
mination and if the majority of Ital- 
ians and almost all the Slovenes have 
decided that Trieste must return to 
Yugoslavia, then it is necessary to 
recognize this decision, then the 
problem of Trieste is solved and 
then it is not necessary to have any 
“mediator.” If you, Italian com- 
rades, consider that you can play the 
role of “mediator,” in spite of the 
fact that the Italian majority has 
made its decision, then, excuse us, 
you do not recognize the “right of 
each people to self-determination,” 
as it is understood. It is one or the 
other. 

And so it goes. So many proposi- 
tions. So many contradictions. But 
it is not only a question of contra- 
dictons but of practical action taken 
in carrying out these propositions. 

Neither the question of the right 
of self-determination, nor the ques- 
tion of the unity of the labor move- 
ment, arise from some abstract and 
formal democracy without regard for 
time and space. On the basis of self- 
determination and of unity rest the 
interest of the working class, the in- 
terest of true-democracy. These 
interests are the point of departure 
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and the criterion of all activity of the 
working class. The history of the 
labor movement and of the struggle 
of the masses in general has shown 
that unity of the working class and 
of the toiling masses can only be 
founded and is founded on the basis 
of well-defined political principles. 
There is no unity without prin- 
ciples, except that which the enemies 
within its own ranks create. That, 
certainly, our Italian comrades know 
too, because the working class has 
made heavy sacrifices in the struggle 
for unity. 

Attacking the present basis of the 
unity of the Trieste workers, our Ital- 
ian comrades apparently would like 
some other “unity,” “unity” on the 
basis of joining Trieste, not to Yugo- 
slavia, but to Italy, and on the basis 
of “other regions under dispute 
which will remain with us” (that is 
to say, with Italy). Such “unity” 
would not be a democratic workers’ 
“unity,” but a unity in the service 
of the imperialist policy of Italy. 

We have seen that our comrades 
offer themselves in the “role of 
mediators.” To whom do they offer 
their “mediation”? To the repre- 
sentatives of Italian bourgeois parties 
and their entourage. Between whom 
would this “mediation” be? Between 
the revolutionary workers of Trieste, 
the democrats of Trieste, and the 
representatives of the Italian bour- 
geois parties and their entourage; 
in fact, between Yugoslavia, where 
the power belongs to the people and 
which conducts a consistent battle 
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for peace, and the Italian imperial- 
ists. Why do they offer this “medi- 
ation”? To turn the Trieste workers 
from the “wrong road,” from the road 
where their interests and aspirations 
lead them to live within the bosom 
of the Federated Peoples Republic 
of Yugoslavia. What forces our Ital- 
ian comrades to offer this “media- 
tion”? Above all, their political atti- 
tude toward Trieste, which coincides 
with the attitude of those to whom 
they offer this “mediation,” for if 
there were no unity of political view- 
point, mediation would not be pos- 
sible. It follows that that which 
spurs them on is the fear of losing 
the masses, which is, in fact, nothing 
but a lack of power in the face of 
Italian reaction, a lack of a logically 
democratic theoretical position on 
the basis of which they could resist 
Italian reaction. The existence of 
such fear among our Italian com- 
rades is demonstrated by the fact that 
they constantly say that the controll- 
ing thought in the Italian reactionary 
campaign concerning Trieste is the 
separation of the masses from the 
Italian party. This campaign evi- 
dently has this purpose, but not only 
this purpose. The controlling 
thought is the struggle against the 
Peoples Republic of Yugoslavia. 

All the questions of which we have 
spoken in this article, and particu- 
larly the question of the “role of 
mediators,” reveal that the petty- 
bourgeois forces, nourished on 
chauvinism, exercise strong pressure 
on the present leaders of the Italian 


working class. In this pressure, in 
the attraction exercised by the petty- 
bourgeois forces, can be found the 
sources of all the theoretical and po- 
litical deviations, and all the errone- 
ous conceptions of the Italian labor 
movement today. 

The policy of our Italian comrades 
on the question of Trieste has in fact 
become a “mediator” for the destruc- 


tion of the Trieste workers’ unity 


and of all the democratic forces on 
the Trieste front against reaction, 
for the destruction of the unity of 
the Slovene and Italian democratic 
movements. 

The advocates of Italian imperial- 
ism could make hundreds of declara- 
tions; the fascist agitators, both old 
and new, could call upon the “sacred 
right of the Roman Empire” and 
accuse the Trieste workers of “treas- 
on,” but they could never succeed 
in breaking the unity of the Trieste 
democrats and workers. Neverthe- 
less, the call for the “defense” of the 
“Ttalian character” of Trieste, the 
condemnation of the attitude of the 
Trieste workers accused of “taking 
a wrong road,” would necessarily 
lead them to a split, a break in the 
unity of democratic Trieste and its 
heart, the unity of the Trieste work- 
ers. This break serves only those 
in Italy and outside of Italy who are, 
so far as Trieste is concerned, on 
the battlefront against the Peoples 
Republic of Yugoslavia, against de- 
mocracy and the building of the 
peace in this part of Europe. 

When finally, we examine the 
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question of the two methods, the 
two tactics, the two means of “de- 
fending” the “Italian character” of 
Trieste and “other regions under 
dispute”; if we examine the method 
and tactic of fascist, semi-fascist and 
reactionary elements, and the meth- 
od and tactic of the leaders of the 
Italian labor movement (if we judge 
them not by their outward appear- 


ance, not by phrases, but by their 
practical meaning, by their results), 
it becomes clear that the fascist and 
reactionary elements play the role of 
admitted representatives of the Ital- 
ian imperialist position toward the 
Yugoslav Republic, while our Ital- 
ian comrades, unfortunately, serve 
them as hesitant collaborators, as 
“mediators.” 





“ENLIGHTENED” 
AMERICAN 
IMPERIALISM IN 
THE PHILIPPINES 


By JAMES S. ALLEN 


PHILIPPINE INDEPENDENCE is due on 
July 4. The new status will be for- 
malized at ceremonies at Manila, 
only a few days after the atom-bomb 
test at the Bikini Atoll, in the midst 
of the new American empire of the 
Pacific. President Truman is ex- 
pected to grace both events with his 
presence, in symbolic reminder of 
the connection between American 
benevolence and power. And on July 
4 we can expect a great flow of ora- 
tory about an enlightened nation 
that willingly passed on its own her- 
itage to an alien but friendly people, 
now “our” outpost of democracy in 
the Far Pacific. 

Among the Filipino’ people there 
will be much bitterness on this day. 
The Philippines is one of the oldest 
colonies in the world. It has had 
three masters. After over three cen- 
turies of Spanish rule and another 
half century of American rule, in- 
terrupted by three years of Japanese 
domination, the Filipino people are 


again being cheated of the freedom 
for which they have fought during 
their long colonial history. They will 
have independence only in form. For 
the United States has made all the 
necessary preparations to remain 
dominant in the Philippines even 
after July 4. The outward trimmings 
of independence will be bountiful, 
but its essence will still have to be 


_ fought for within the new political 


framework. 

In every sense—the political, stra- 
tegic and economic—the United 
States has carefully prepared for this 
moment. These preparations have 
not been lost on the Filipinos. Even 
H. Ford Wilkins, who throughout 
long years as a correspondent in 
Manila has displayed not the slightest 
sympathy for the Filipinos, now rec. 
ords in The New York Times: 
“They are hurt, sceptical, resentful 
and afraid that America will make 
their independence just another 
Tokyo joke with Washington trim- 
mings.” 


A NEW PUPPET REPUBLIC 


Even the trimmings are not en- 
tirely Washington’s. As a result of 
the presidential elections of April 23, 
held under a state of terrorism sup- 
ported by American arms, Manuel 
A. Roxas, a stalwart of the Japanese 
puppet republic, will become the 
mainstay of disguised American rule 
in this new era of “independence.” 
The election of Roxas to the presi- 
dency is the culmination of the 
whole line of preceding American 
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policy, from the moment General 
Douglas MacArthur led his troops 
into the Philippines. The objective of 
this policy was to assure a regime in 
Manila that could be counted upon 
to repress the popular democratic 
movement and help safeguard the 
American imperialist stake in the 
Islands. For this purpose there could 
be no more dependable instrument 
than that same ruling circle which 
had sustained American domination 
preceding the war and which had 
gone over almost as a body to the 
Japanese. 

To maintain that ruling class in 
power, it was necessary to turn the 
scales against the independence faght- 
ers who had led the heroic struggle 
against the Japanese invaders and 
their Filipino puppets. While Roxas 
and his collaborationist friends found 
common ground with the Japanese 
imperialists, the peasant and labor 
organizations, joined by various mid- 
dle class groups, organized a resist- 
ance movement that ranks alongside 
the Chinese guerrilla armies and the 
partisan formations of occupied Eu- 
rope for its effective warfare against 
the invader, its close ties with the 
people, its thoroughly democratic 
program, and its heroism. 

This movement reached its high- 
est level on the central island of 
Luzon under the leadership of the 
Hukbalahap, the People’s Anti-Jap- 
anese Army, in which the Commu- 
nists played an initiating and leading 


role. In addition to killing at least ’ 


25,000 of the enemy, this army organ- 
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ized local democratic regimes, carried 
through agrarian and other demo- 
cratic reforms, and organized the 
people for the independence that was 
to be theirs as the fruit of victory 
over the common enemy. 


When MacArthur arrived on the 
scene, he immediately took steps to 
restore to power in the provinces and 
localities the old police regimes of 
the landowners. Leading collabo- 
rators with the Japanese were per- 
mitted to resume their positions of 
responsibility within the central gov- 
ernment that was reimposed upon 
the Filipino people, with only brief 
and token participation of some re- 
sistance leaders. The Commanders 
of the Hukbalahap were twice ar- 
rested by the American Counter- 
Intelligence Corps, and released each 
time only after huge and powerful 
demonstrations. With an American 
Army of 250,000 on hand, U.S. Army 
units organized or participated in 
punitive actions against the Hukbala- 
hap and other anti-Japanese guerril- 
las, and if some places, as in Tarlac 
and Pampanga, supervised the arrest 
and persecution of peasant and labor 
leaders. The Philippine Army and 
Constabulary were quickly reorgan- 
ized, trained and rearmed by the 
United States to police the Islands. 

As in Japan, Korea and China, the 
keynote of American policy was to 
establish an alliance with the most 
reactionary forces, even if this meant 
finding common ground with the 
very elements which had supported 
the Japanese aggressors. To restore 
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and maintain the old imperialist- 
colonial relationship, even if its po- 
litical form would change, was the 
real objective, and this overshadowed 
all other considerations. President 
Truman set this need forth clearly in 
the early stages of the new American 
occupation of the Philippines when 
he singled out the task of maintain- 
ing “law and order” against the 
“threat” of a peasant and labor revolt 


as the most important internal prob- . 


lem of the pre-independence period. 

Those strictures against “feudal” 
elements that occasionally appear in 
official American pronouncements 
are entirely in the category of Sun- 
day sermons; for on Monday the 
feudal landowners and the armed 
forces at their disposal are called 
upon to maintain “law and order” 
against the peasants. The truth of 
the matter is that American imperial- 
ism cannot continue to dominate the 
Philippines, whether as a Common- 
wealth or as a so-called independent 
republic, without the aid of the very 
same ruling circles that sustained 
American rule before the war and 
upon whom the Japanese relied dur- 
ing the existence of their short-lived 
puppet republic. 


U.S. and Collaborationists 


For this reason the issue of punish- 
ing the Filipino leaders who collabo- 
rated with Japan became very em- 
barrassing for the American gov- 
ernment. With the exception of 
former Secretary of the Interior Ickes, 
not a single Administration spokes- 
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man has pressed consistently for the 
trial of the collaborationists. 

In the first flush of the liberation, 
a number of leading collaborators 
were imprisoned by the U.S. Coun. 
ter-Intelligence; but these were soon 
released under bail. Under pressure 
of the Filipino democratic move. 
ment, and with a view to the ap. 
proaching Presidential elections, 
President Osmena finally set up a 
People’s Court, where a number of 
selected and lesser collaborationists 
have been placed on trial. On the 
other hand, the whole Philippine 
government, from top to bottom, is 
honeycombed with collaborationists, 

When the war came to the Philip. 
pines, the ruling Nationalist Party 
carefully divided its loyalty between 
the Americans and the Japanese. By 
far the greater number of Nationalist 
leaders became members of the pup- 
pet republic. The collaborationists 
claim that they had reached an un- 
derstanding with the late President 
Quezon who instructed them to pro- 
tect Filipino interests under Japanese 
rule, while he officially aligned the 
Commonwealth government with 
the Americans. Whether this double- 
faced game had the sanction of a 
formal agreement is not the main 
question, although some evidence 
has been produced to prove it. In 
practice, that is what happened. 

While Quezon, Osmena and a few 
other leaders established their gov- 
ernment-in-exile under American 
supervision, the existing political ma- 
chinery within the Philippines was 
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placed practically intact at the dis- 
posal of the Japanese. After the de- 
feat of Japan the main problem of 
the Filipino ruling circle was to 
maintain itself in power by swinging 
back into the American orbit. 

With the exception of a few who 
have been designated as official cul- 
prits to stand trial as collaboration- 
ists, the whole kit and caboodle have 
been welcomed back into the Ameri- 
can fold; for without them Ameri- 
can imperialist interests would be 
deprived of their most dependable 
native support. 


The Role of Roxas 


More than anyone else in the Phil- 
ippines, Roxas is the symbol of col- 
laboration with the Japanese. He 
signed the pledge of loyalty to Japan, 
sat in the cabinet which declared war 
on the United States, headed the rice- 
collecting agency for the Japanese, 
and signed the puppet Constitution. 
It is Roxas’ fortune that he is known 
as a dependable instrument by the 
Americans too. He enjoys the friend- 
ship of General MacArthur, who 
“cleared” him of collaboration 
charges when he was first captured 
together with other members of the 
Japanese puppet cabinet, and gave 
him a high commission in the US. 
Army. Himself a wealthy landowner 
by marriage, Roxas enjoys the sup- 
port of the Spanish Falange, and of 
powerful Big Business groups, 


American and Filipino. He was also 
the favored candidate of U.S. High 
Commissioner Paul V. McNutt, who 
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evoked a great popular protest in the 
Philippines when he declared on 
his first visit there after the war that 
it might be necessary to “reexamine” 
the question of independence. 

During the whole pre-election pe- 
riod, Roxas was the instrument of 
the American authorities in practi- 
cally reimposing the collaborationist 
government upon the Filipino peo- 
ple. As President of the Senate, 
Roxas was second in authority only 
to President Sergio Osmena. The 
Senate itself was composed predomi- 
nantly of collaborationists, eight of 
the fifteen Senators who took their 
seats having served in a leading post 
under the Japanese. 

As Chairman of the Senate Com- 
mission on Appointments, Roxas 
was able to maintain in almost all 
branches of government the same 
personnel that had functioned in the 
puppet republic. His Commission 
passed upon all appointments to the 
People’s Court. His power was sufh- 
cient to oust from the Cabinet its 
two anti-collaborationist members 
who had led anti-Japanese guerrilla 
movements, and to pack the Su- 
preme Court with fellow-collabora- 
tionists. Most of the members of the 
postwar House also held positions 
under the Japanese. Speaker of the 
House, Jose Zulueta, was a member 
of the puppet Council of State, as 
was the floor leader, Eugenio Perez. 
The Secretary of the House held the 
same post under the Japanese. 

A similar situation is to be found 
in all branches—in the judiciary, 


53° 


from the Justices of the Peace to the 
Supreme Court; in the executive, 
from Cabinet posts to secretaries of 
departments; in local administration, 
from Governors and_ provincial 
boards to municipal mayors and 
policemen; in the reorganized armed 
forces from the General Staff to the 
local commands. 

Without a thorough house-clean- 
ing amounting to a democratic revo- 
lution, it could not be otherwise; 
for the ruling class as a whole, with 
the exception of a few leaders who 
joined the guerrillas or sought refuge 
with the Americans, went over to 
the Japanese. It is this doubly-prosti- 
tuted and thoroughly depraved rul- 
ing circle, enjoying nothing but the 
contempt of the Filipino people, that 
American imperialism is now main- 
taining in power. 


The Democratic Alliance 


In the election campaign the Dem- 
ocratic Alliance, within which were 
combined the anti-Japanese_resist- 
ance organizations and the popular 
independence forces, directed _ its 
main fire against the Roxas collabo- 
rationist and pro-fascist wing of the 
Nationalista Party. While supporting 
Osmena for president, it emphasized 
its own program of democratic re- 
form and real independence. Despite 
the fact that the whole weight of the 
American influence and of the na- 
tional reaction was thrown azainst it, 
the Democratic Alliance succeeded 
in electing a number of candidates 
to the legislature. While the Osmena 
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wing of the Nationalistas tended to 
shy away from the issue of collabora- 
tion, this was the central point of the 
Democratic campaign. The popular 
forces knew only too well that those 
who collaborated with the Japanese 
would serve American imperialism 
just as supinely, and block all mean- 
ingful democratic advances within 
the new Republic. 

It is quite possible that the Osmena 


‘and Roxas wings of the Nationalista 


Party will attempt to reunite in a 
common front against the demo- 
cratic movement. This certainly 
would be preferred by the American 
imperialists and by the Filipino rul- 
ing classes. The split in the tradi- 
tional ruling party was in part a 
continuation of the old struggle for 
power to take over the mantle of 
Quezon, in which Osmena, himself 
a big landowner identified with the 
sugar interests, made efforts to gain 
the support of the democratic forces. 
But the split reflected something 
more fundamental. Its underlying 
cause is the great wartime advance 
of the democratic forces, who influ- 
enced the whole Osmena campaign 
in an anti-imperialist direction. Even 
if Osmena should now change his 
position and seek to switch over to 
Roxas, the split itself cannot be so 
easily remedied, and may lead to a 
considerable political realignment 
within the new Republic. 
Unquestionably, the United States 
completely deserted Osmena in favor 
of Roxas, after having exploited to 
the full Osmena’s position as Presi- 
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dent to continue the regime estab- 
lished before the war under Ameri- 
can law. Having joined the late Pres- 
ident Quezon in the United States 
and taken over the presidency of the 
regime-in-exile after his death, Os- 
mena provided the link between the 
pre-war and postwar ‘Philippines, as 
a sort of legal, living document 
which could be presented as the 
American claim to sovereignty. But 
because he also symbolized for the 
Filipino people the pledges of the 
United States to grant full indepen- 
dence, he became more of an obstacle 
than an aid to the perpetuation of 
American power in the Islands. 
From the beginning Roxas had the 
full confidence and support of the 
American imperialists. 


US. FAR EAST POLICY 


The essence of the American policy 
toward the Philippines and the real 
character of the forthcoming inde- 
pendence can be appreciated fully 
only against the background of the 
new phase of American imperialist 
expansion following World War II. 
In the Far East, American imperial- 
ist pressure upon Asia burst forth 
with new energy as soon as the war 
was over. 

Thus, the United States took over 
control of Japan, the key imperialist 
position of East Asia. It sought im- 
mediately to establish a new and vast 
sphere of interest in China, and not 
without initial successes. It occupied 
significant strategic positions close to 
the Soviet Far East. Taking ad- 
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vantage of the weakening of the 
older imperialist powers, the United 
States increased its pressure for the 
“open door” throughout Southeast 
Asia. 

The claim to dominance of Asia is 
backed by the Navy Department's 
schedule for new bases across the 
Pacific, which are even now being 
rapidly constructed or improved be- 
fore the formal question of their 
“trusteeship” is settled in the U.N. 
Other additional claims are still to 
be put forth by the Army and the 
Air Force, as well as the Navy, for 
bases on the Asiatic mainland. 


Strategic Control 


In this expansionist strategic pat- 
tern the Philippines has been as- 


signed an important role. Some 
military provisions for Philippine 
“independence” have already been 
publicized. In connection with the 
GI demonstrations for more rapid 
demobilization, the American army 
command in the Philippines an- 
nounced that 70,000 men would re- 
main in the islands after July 4. The 
wartime force of 250,000 is being 
withdrawn only very slowly, and 
one official explanation is that these 
troops act as the rear echelon for 
our forces in Japan. Still another 
function of this large force was de- 
scribed by the commanding general 
as a reserve to put down “trouble” in 
Indonesia, Indo-China and other 
parts of Asia. The Navy schedule 
includes one major operating and 
repair base and one airfield in the 
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Philippines as part of the Pacific 
network. The Army and Air Force 
have not yet revealed their schedules 
for permanent bases. 

Emphasis upon the military and 
strategic role of the Philippines in 
connection with the over-all Pacific 
program is evident from McNutt’s 
recent appeal for the passage of pend- 
ing Philippine bills in Congress. Re- 
ferring to the Philippines as “islands 
of confusion in a vast sea of unrest— 
the general unrest of the Orient,” 
the Commissioner defined the spe- 
cial obligation of the United States 
in the Far East as providing the 
“police power and moral hindrance 
to would-be aggressors,”"—the impli- 
cation, of course, being the Soviet 
Union. He stated that these guaran- 
tees could be supplied only by the 
“armed might of the United States, 
actual and potential.” For this pur- 
pose an elaborate network of Pacific 
bases must be held by the United 
States, and on these grounds McNutt 
appealed to Congress to pass the 
economic bills, of which more later, 
as a means of winning the confidence 
of the Filipinos and the peoples of 
the Orient. 

Confidence is a very valuable asset, 
and it has become rather obvious 
that the atom bomb and the building 


up of American power in the Pacific . 


are least calculated to stimulate con- 
fidence among the peoples of Asia 
in American objectives. This is all 
the more so because of the new align- 
ment of forces and the new issues 
coming to the fore in postwar Asia. 
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Colonial Upsurge 


If the Far Eastern aspect of the 
global war was its colonial phase, 
this war could not help but evoke a 
powerful upsurge for liberation, of 
which the Philippine democratic and 
independence movement is part. The 
colonial crisis, accumulating for the 
past quarter century throughout 
Asia, burst forth in full force after 
the defeat of Japan. The agitation 
of the imperialist powers during the 
war—Japan with its “Asia for the 
Asiatics” program, and the Allied 
colonial powers with their pledges 
for a new “democratic structure”— 
unavoidably and as an unpleasant 
necessity helped kindle the sparks of 
colonial revolt. 

The distinction between victor and 
vanquished has become rather sec- 
ondary in this new conflict between 
imperialism and the colonial peoples. 
Japanese troops, in their new role as 
hired gendarmes of Western im- 
perialism, are to be found side by 
side with American, Kuomintang, 
British, Dutch and French forces in 
the struggle against the liberation 
movements. This has brought home 
to the colonial peoples the common 
essential interest of all imperialist 
powers in maintaining their colonial 
domination. 

This realization, after all the as- 
pirations kindled by the war, has an 
especially damaging effect upon the 
political and “moral” position of the 
United States in the Far East. For 
no small part of the postwar revela- 
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tion was the discovery that the 
United States, itself not a big colo- 
nial power and during the war a 
leading critic of the old colonial sys- 
tem, was in effect arrayed with the 
older imperialist powers against the 
liberation movement. 

The trusteeship proposals as orig- 
inally advanced by the United States, 
through which the American im- 
perialists hoped to barge into exist- 
ing empires and spheres of influence, 
now prove a dangerous and provoca- 
tive instrument in a situation where 
colonialism as a whole is challenged 
by the subject and semi-dependent 
peoples. And the political anti-Soviet 
objectives of the Anglo-American 
bloc also played a role in subor- 
dinating this aspect of the American 
policy. No sooner was the war over 
than the American government be- 
gan to retreat from the “decoloniza- 
tion” policy implicit in the wartime 
program, as evidenced by its position 
at the San Francisco and London 
U.N. meetings, and by its own de- 
mands for numerous strategic bases 
in the Pacific and Atlantic. 

It is against this general back- 
ground that the present status of the 
Philippines independence question 
should be viewed. 


“PROGRESSIVE” IMPERIALISM 


It has long been the fashion to cite 
the American policy towards the 
Philippines as proof that American 
imperialism can perform a “progres- 
sive” role, especially in the: colonial 
and semi-dependent world, in con- 
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trast to the “more” reactionary role 
of the big colonial powers, especially 
Britain. In the political broadsheet 
which Earl Browder publishes under 
the guise of advice to businessmen, 
he has advanced essentially the same 
argument to show the “enlightened” 
character of the American expan- 
sionist policy under the leadership 
of President Truman. 

In this context we are not discus- 
sing such historically progressive by- 
products of imperialist economic 
penetration into the colonial world 
as the breakdown of the backward 
modes of production, the beginnings 
of industrialization which develop 
despite the imperialists, the drawing 
of these semi-feudal economies into 
the world market, and the emergence 
of working-class and nationalist-rev- 
olutionary movements, These are 
the by-products and not the essence 
of imperialist expansion. They are 
to be found within all imperialist 
orbits, whether they take the form 
primarily of territorial empires, as is 
the case with Britain, or mainly of 
economic spheres of penetration, as 
is the case with the United States. 

Nor is it necessary to deny that 
different imperialist powers develop 
special features, arising out of the 
peculiarities of their historical devel- 
opment, their relative position in the 
world economy, and the accelerated 
uneven development of capitalism, 
the law first defined by Lenin in his 
Imperialism. 

As a result of such factors, which 
we have not the space to describe 
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here, British monopoly capitalism de- 
veloped from the beginning as a 
great colonial power, with a mo- 
nopoly of raw material sources, mar- 
kets, and fields for capital investment 
within its own empire. This was the 
base from which British imperialism 
radiated out into the rest of the 
world economy, building an outer 
empire in addition to its own closed 
political sphere within the colonies. 
On the other hand, American im- 
perialism, while building something 
of a colonial empire in the earlier 
stage of its expansion abroad, be- 
came essentially a “cash-register” or 
dollar imperialism establishing its 
own well-defined spheres of influ- 
ence, as in Latin America, and seek- 
ing the “open door” into the terri- 
torial empires and spheres of influ- 
ence of Britain and the other colonial 
imperialisms. In this process of eco- 
nomic expansion, buttressed where 
necessary by armed and political in- 
tervention of a kind no different than 
that of Britain, formally independent 
but economically backward nations 
were transformed into economic de- 
pendencies of the United States. 


Tactic and Substance 


There would be no need to 
summarize these rather elementary 
points, if Browder’s thoroughly anti- 
Marxist position over a whole period 
had not created considerable con- 
fusion. Browder takes one aspect of 
American imperialism—the fact that 
it did not develop a large colonial 
empire on the style of Britain’s—and 
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turns this secondary although im. 
portant characteristic into the sub- 
stance of the American imperialis 
position and policy. 

It is misleading and dangerous 2 
all times but especially now to sub. 
stitute one feature of American im- 
perialism for its real substance, and 
to interpret a tactic of American 
policy arising from this peculiarity 
as the essence of that policy—control 
of new sources of raw materials, new 
fields of investment, new markets, 
extending the exploitation of colo- 
nial labor. Thus is created the utterly 
false picture of the “decolonizing” 
influence of the United States and of 
a beneficent economic expansion de- 
void of imperialist content, at a mo 
ment when American monopoly cap 
ital is attempting to extend its power 
throughout the world, moreover, 
with the aid of territorial annexa 
tions in the form of strategic bases. 

This approach of Browder’s is 
reminiscent of the traditional Social- 
Democratic justification of imperial- 
ism, particularly of one’s own im 
perialism. It is specially adapted to 
the American expansionist program 
with its flowery democratic trim 
mings and snobbish pretense to pro- 
gressive world leadership. One need 
only look at the tremendous handi- 
caps the British working class mus 
overcome as a result of decades of 
social-imperialist propaganda carried 
on by the British Labor Party, and 
closer home, the direct aid given t 
American imperialism by the A. F. 
of L. leadership, to appreciate mort 
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fully the danger of the Browderite 
line if it is permitted to catch hold 
in any advanced section of the Amer- 
ican working class. 

The chicanery involved in pre- 
senting the Philippine policy as 
evidence of the “progressive” and 
“anti-colonial” nature of American 
imperialist policy in general is all 
the more obvious when one considers 
some of the specific monopoly groups 
interested in “independence.” Over 
many years, American capitalists 
with interests in Cuban sugar, do- 
mestic beet-sugar refiners and big 
dairy interests have been among the 
foremost advocates of Philippine 
“independence.” Cuba is the main 
supplier of sugar to the United 
States, and the objective of the Amer- 
ican-controlled sugar producers in 
Cuba, as well as of the big beet- 
growers in the United States, is to 
deprive the sugar interests in the 
Philippines of a tariff-free American 
market. The dairymen are interested 
in keeping coconut products, another 
large Philippine export, off the 
American market. These powerful 
lobbies favor independence for the 
Philippines as a means of obtaining 
a tariff on these Philippine exports 
high enough to make the American 
market unprofitable for them. 

This specific economic objective of 
one group of capitalists as opposed 
to another with interests in the 
Philippines does not in itself account 
completely for the American policy. 
Broader economic, political and stra- 
tegic aims are also involved. But this 


specific, albeit narrow, economic in- 
terest has played an important part 
in the formulation of the American 
policy on the Philippines. 

The grant of independence to the 
Philippines at this time, if it should 
be forthcoming as promised, is nei- 
ther contradictory nor inexplicable in 
any fundamental sense from the 
viewpoint of the basic characteristics 
and direction of American imperial- 
ist expansion. 

On the side of the United States 
this grant, if realized, is intended, 
to be largely formal, providing cer- 
tain political and moral advantages 
in the inter-imperialist and anti- 
democratic struggle, while maintain- 
ing effective domination over the 
Philippines. On the side of the Fili- 
pino people, the problem becomes 
one of transforming this half-inde- 
pendence into full independence, 
of carrying through with their own 
forces a democratic transformation 
of the country. This is the meaning 
of the struggle now proceeding in 
the Philippines. 


DIPLOMATIC WEAPON 


We have already described the 
military preparations, as part of the 
general strategic plan for domination 
of the Pacific, and for the establish- 
ment of internal “security” in the 
Philippines. At the same time, the 
grant of “independence” is to serve a 
number of diplomatic aims. One of 
these, about which some imperialist 
policymakers are still dubious, is the 
general moral effect the grant of in- 
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dependence is expected to have upon 
the peoples of the Far East. It is to 
serve as an example of “enlightened” 
colonial policy, and as such is in- 
tended to do duty in a number of 
directions at once. 

If an attempt is to be made to 
recoup the prestige lost by the United 
States, some effort must be made to 
retain the “democratic” flavoring 
characteristic of American imperial- 
ist policy. In general, it has become 
more difficult to practice demagogy 
in this sphere, because of the great 
postwar colonial upsurge in which 
the working class plays a more 
prominent role. 

Besides, the great prestige already 
enjoyed by the Soviet Union among 
the colonial peoples is increased by 
the unequivocal Soviet advocacy of 
independence and self-determination, 
in the midst of the colonial crisis. 
For, while the United States has 
retreated from its wartime pledges, 
the Soviet Union has championed 
the cause of independence at every 
U.N. gathering, and has resisted 
every effort to trim down or evade 
the pledges contained in the U.N. 
Charter. The grant of Philippine in- 
dependence is intended to serve as a 
token of “pure” democratic inten- 
tions, as an additional argument to 
be employed against the Soviet posi- 
tion, while American imperialism 
attempts to extend its sphere of in- 
fluence and strategic controls, espe- 
cially in China, Manchuria and 
Korea. 

Another principal service which 


this deed is to perform is in relation 
to the inter-imperialist conflict, par- 
ticularly between the United States 
and Britain. Not itself a big colonial 
power, the United States can afford 
the kind of experimentation that 
Britain can undertake only under 
the greatest pressures, as a means of 
staving off the final disintegration 
of the Empire. What better contrast 
could there be for the United States 


‘than the peaceful transition to inde- 


pendence in the Philippines (if this 
should take place) and the colonial 
conflicts now raging in India and 
other parts of the Empire? This 
contrast of policy is to serve as en- 
couragement to the moderate sectors 
of the nationalist movements of 
India, Indonesia and Indo-China, 
and as an inducement to the na- 
tionalist bourgeoisie of these coun- 
tries to maintain closer ties with 
American imperialism. 

Obviously, the United States does 
not intend to grant the Philippines 
anything approaching complete au- 
tonomy in the sphere of foreign 
relations. Aside from the provisions 
for American military domination 
already discussed, other current ac- 
tivities make it plain that Washing- 
ton intends to dictate Philippine for- 
eign policy. A group of Filipino 
career diplomats has already been 
chosen and is attending school at 
the State Department. We are in- 
formed by a State Department re- 
lease that these men have been 
chosen, not only because of their 
aptitude and good character, but also 
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because of their “proven loyalty to 
the American and Philippine gov- 
ernments.” 


FREE TRADE 


When one comes to consider the 
economic steps taken by the United 
States in preparation for Philip- 
pine independence, the essence of 
the American policy becomes even 
clearer. 

Two bills already passed by Con- 
gress, and a proposed amendment to 
the Independence Act, have aroused 
widespread opposition in the Philip- 
pines. The Tydings amendment, 
which would permit the United 
States to retain its present property 
(including bases) and acquire new 
property in the Philippines after July 
4, was attacked by Osmena during 
the election campaign as a “curtail- 
ment of independence.” Others have 
gone much further. The Philippines 
Press, one of the few remaining dem- 
ocratic organs in the Islands, charac- 
terizes the amendment as “an un- 
holy scheme of legalized looting to 
plunder the Philippines and convert 
it into a happy hunting ground for 
American business men.” The heat 
of this comment can be understood 
only in relation to the two bills which 
have already been approved. 

One of these continues free trade 
with the Philippines for eight years, 
to be followed by a 20-year period of 
preferential trade. The other measure 
authorizes a grant of $400,000,000, 
and an additional loan of $120,- 
000,000, for rebuilding public works 


and especially for restoring the in- 
dustries destroyed by the war. Both 
Acts are designed basically to safe- 
guard the colonial economic relation- 
ship after July 4. 

In various forms, free trade has 
become a prominent plank of the 
Administration foreign policy in gen- 
eral, whether directed towards open- 
ing the door into rival markets or 
extending the penetration of Ameri- 
can monopoly capital into the colo- 
nial sphere already under its own 
domination. During the war Brow- 
der supported the free trade pro- 
gram, specifically as it was worked 
out in the imperialistic Economic 
Charter of the Americas at the Cha- 
pultepec Conference. In his current 
bulletin of economics for business- 
men, he supports the general policy 
of “free trade” expansionism. Eco- 
nomic relations with the Philippines 
throw considerable light on this pro- 
gram. 

Free trade was established between 
the Philippines and the United States 
in 1909, after the “pacification” of 
the Islands and as American capital 
began to be invested in large sums. 
From 1903 to 1908, while tariff bar- 
riers were still in force under the 
American occupation, less than 40 
per cent of Philippine exports went 
to the United States. But under free 
trade they reached 80 per cent dur- 
ing the decade preceding World War 
II. Before 1909, the United States 
provided 17 per cent of all Philip- 
pine imports; under free trade the 
corresponding figure reached 65 per 
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cent. This export-import relationship 
reflects how closely the Philippine 
economy has been tied to the econ- 
omy of the United States, a process 
which was facilitated by free trade. 

This is not to say that free trade 
is the primary cause of this rela- 
tionship. It is also possible for an 
imperialist power to dominate a 
colonial economy without complete 


free trade, as is the case with semi- . 


dependent Mexico and other Latin- 
American countries. But free trade 
does facilitate imperialist domination 
by retarding native industry, creat- 
ing a closed market for the goods 
of the imperialist country, and sub- 
sidizing the raw material industries 
in the colonial economy by guaran- 
teeing them a preferential market 
in the imperialist country. 


American Investment 


Underlying this is the basic rela- 
tionship established as a result of 
capital investment and trade control 
by the dominant power. In the 
Philippines, before the war, about 
half of all capital investment (ex- 
cluding real estate and farm lands) 
was American. Filipinos owned only 
about 15 per cent, the balance being 
divided among Spanish capitalists, 
Japanese, and other foreigners. Prac- 
tically the entire foreign investment 
went into the development of raw 
material industries for export to the 
“mother” country—like sugar, gold 
and copra, the three leading Philip- 
pine exports—and into transporta- 
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tion, utilities, and commerce con. 
nected primarily with the American 
exploitation of the Islands. 

Free trade is not only a drag upon 
the colonial economy, preventing in- 
dustrial development; it also helps 
maintain the semi-feudal agricultur- 
al system, the extremely low stand- 
ards of living of the people and the 
extremely high rate of profit in the 
imperialist enterprises. Since Ameri- 
can capital is concentrated in the 
extraction of agricultural and indus 
trial raw materials, it has a vested 
interest from the beginning in main- 
taining the feudal agrarian economy. 

Sugar is by far the largest Philip- 
pine export, and in the sugar centrals 
American capital is closely linked 
with big landowning capital of the 
Spaniards and the Filipinos. Thus, 
the old Spanish monopolies, dating 
back to the great land grants of 
Spanish rule, such as the wealthy 
Elizalde family and the Tabacalera 
combine, as well as the Catholic 
Church estates, have been great bene- 
ficiaries of the free market for sugar 
in the United States. 

The large Filipino landowning 
families, who form the core of the 
national ruling class, have, through 
the sugar centrals and other enter- 
prises established by American capi- 
tal, become closely associated with 
the imperialist power. The sugar 
barons, the copra growers, the ex- 
port-import companies, and such Fili- 
pino capitalists as have been invited 
into the American-dominated mining 
industry have become entirely de- 
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pendent upon the United States mar- 
ket. 
With a total capital investment 


amounting to no more than $300,- 


000,000, the American capitalists have 
established effective control over the 
Philippine economy. This investment 
- has been repaid many times over by 
the super-profits extracted from the 
exploitation of the Filipino people. 
Before the war, sugar centrals ac- 
knowledged a yearly profit of at least 
50 per cent on their investments, 
while gold mines paid dividends of 
from 100 to 125 per cent. 


Wages and Education 


A few figures taken from the lat- 
est Philippine census (1940) will suf- 
fice to explode the myth that Ameri- 
can imperialism has brought great 
benefits to the colonial masses, in 
the form of a higher standard of 
living and education. 


The average daily wage of all 
classes of labor in 1939 was 61 cen- 
tavos (one centavo equals one-half 
cent; one peso, 50 cents). The Philip- 
pines being predominantly agricul- 
tural, the income of its land workers 
is an index to the “prosperity” of the 
country. Before the war, the average 
peasant, who possessed his own farm, 
had an income of 1.20 pesos per day, 
and the sharecroppers of 43 centavos 
daily. The average daily wage of the 
farm laborer was 36 centavos. Thirty- 
eight per cent of all peasants were 
without a plow; 35 per cent had no 
work animals, 
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In the province of Pampanga, the 
center of the great Hukbalahap 
resistance movement, only 12.5 per 
cent of the peasants own the land 
they cultivate. Of all boys and girls 
between the ages of 6 and 19, fully 
65 per cent had no primary educa- 
tion. 

On top of this, the war has further 
impoverished the people. In Manila, 
the cost of living rose about eight and 
a half times over the pre-war cost, 
while wages lagged far, very far, be- 
hind. The price of rice, which is the 
staple of the people, rose from 30 
centavos for about five pounds to 
three pesos by March, 1945. The Fili- 
pino peasant, already so poverty- 
stricken, lost 41 per cent of his cara- 
bao, his work animal, and 71 per 
cent of his cattle. It will be some 
years before the rice crop will reach 
the pre-war level. Food shipments 
from the United States fall far short 
of the requirements, and such direct 
relief measures as veteran’s and guer- 
rila fighter’s compensation have been 
by-passed by the U.S. Congress in 
favor of the imperialist economic 
bills. 

If free trade is designed to main- 
tain the colonial economic status, the 
so-called grant for war damages has 
as its purpose the reimbursement of 
the sugar-entral owners, the min- 
ing and utility interests, and the co- 
conut oil producers for their war 
losses. In other words, this fund is 
to be used to reconstruct precisely 
those imperialist enterprises which 
will benefit from free trade, without 
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any regard for the mass suffering of 
the people and the agrarian reform 
necessary to assure an adequate rice 
crop, the main food staple of the 
Islands. 


ANTI-IMPERIALIST UNITY 


The independence about to be ex- 
tended to the Philippines is designed 
to continue in essence their colonial 


status, under a new political form.. 


The American exploitation of the 
Philippines, even under the guise 
of an “enlightened” colonial pol- 
icy, does not differ in any basic 
sense from the “backward” imperial- 
ist rule of Britain over her colonies. 
Such political rights as were won 
by the Filipinos were gained as a 
result of their own strong independ- 
ence movement and the support they 
were able to obtain from American 
anti-imperialists, beginning with the 
popular outcry in the United States 
against taking the Philippnes, Puerto 
Rico and Cuba, at the turn of the 
century. Let no one tell us that the 
American policy towards the Philip- 
pines is proof of the “progressive” 
nature of American imperialism. 

For the Filipino people it is a 
question of seizing all opportunities 
arising from this change of political 
relations to give real substance to 
independence, to win it in complete 
form. 


POLITICAL AFFAIRS 


For the American workers and 
progressives it is first of all necessary 
to understand that the Philippines 
still lie within the American im. 
perialist domain, that we have a 
definite responsibility in supporting 
their democratic liberation move. 
ment, and that as a nation we owe 
a great economic debt to the Filipino 
people to make up for the long years 
of colonial super-exploitation under 
American imperialism. Instead of 
relief for the American monopolists 
in the Philippines, we should de- 
mand that our government provide 
fully adequate sums for the relief of 
the war-stricken Filipino people. We 
should support the democratic de- 
mands of the people, including the 
punishment of collaborators. Ameti- 
can armed forces should be with 
drawn. 

The decisive thing is to expose 
and block the imperialist policy, and 
to aid the Filipino people to estab 
lish a republic based on anti-im- 
perialist and democratic forces which 
will safeguard the sovereignty of 
the nation and undertake its develop- 
ment, without the military and po- 
litical interference of the United 
States. By far the greatest help we 
can provide is through developing 
the closest fraternal relations between 
the labor and progressive movements 
of the two countries, 
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THE ACTIVATING FORCE OF MARXIST- 
LENINIST THEORY* 


SevEN YEARS have passed since the 
publication of the History of the 
Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union. Before the war more than 20 
million copies of this book were is- 
sued. At present the History of the 
C.P.S.U. is going through a supple- 
mentary printing of 11 million 
copies. The publication of an addi- 
tional printing of many millions of 
copies takes place in response to the 
lively interest of the Soviet people 
in the history and theory of the 
Bolshevik Party. ‘This interest has 
grown especially now in connection 
with the great historical role played 
by the Bolshevik Party during the 
Great Patriotic War of 1941-1945. 
The growing desire to study the his- 
tory and theory of the Bolshevik 
Party is an expression of the fact that 
the Party has become even more 
closely related to the people, an ex- 
pression of the growth in the political 
activity and consciousness of the 
masses. 

The Soviet people won their vic- 
tory in the Great Patriotic War 
under the guidance of the Party of 
Lenin and Stalin, which unified and 
organized their forces and wisely 
directed them to a single goal. The 


~® Editorial in the Bolshevik (No. 23-24, De 
cember, 1945) theoretical and political journal 
of the Coan Committee the Communist 
Party of the Sovier Union. 


intelligence and will of the Party and 
its unsurpassed organizing ability 
played the greatest role in winning 
a victory which has no equal in his- 
tory. The Party fulfilled this role 
because under new conditions it 
creatively applied its great theory, its 
rich historical experience. It emerged 
from severe trials enriched and made 
wiser by the new historical ex- 
perience. In their desire to under- 
stand profoundly the conditions and 
means which helped to enable our 
Party to organize the victory of the 
people in the Great Patriotic War, 
the Soviet people are turning to the 
study of the entire history of Bolshev- 
ism. This is understandable, for the 
victory of the Soviet people in the 
Great Patriotic War was prepared 
by the whole preceding activity of 
the Bolshevik Party, by its struggle 
for the socialist transformation of our 
motherland. 

The importance of studying the 
history of Bolshevism is determined 
by the fact that without this a pro- 
found mastery of our Party’s theory 
is impossible. It is impossible to grasp 
the theory of Bolshevism without 
knowing its history: a study of the 
history of our Party provides a clear 
notion of the indissoluble connection 
between Marxist-Leninist theory and 
Party policy. The study of Party his- 
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tory has special significance for the 
new reinforcements that entered the 
C.P.S.U. during the war years; for 
they have still to master the ex- 
perience of the great Party of Lenin 
and Stalin. 


* * * 


The history of the C.PS.U. is 
Leninism in action. It is the history 
of the political life and struggle of 
our Party, of its varied practical 
activity, and at the same time it is 
the history of its ideological life, of 
its ideological-theoretical struggle. 
The whole of the History of the 
C.P.S.U. is permeated by the indis- 
soluble connection between Leninist- 
Stalinist teaching and _ Bolshevik 
action. 

The history of the C.P.S.U. shows 
that in the hands of our Party, theory 
has become a great transforming 
force, because the Party has never 
treated theory as an abstract ideal, 
as a lifeless “symbol of faith.” The 
Bolsheviks have continuously directed 
their efforts toward putting revolu- 
tionary theory into practice. The 
Mensheviks and other opportunists 
only chattered about socialism, with- 
out making the slightest effort to- 
ward bringing socialist theory to life, 
toward practical struggle for social- 
ism. Putting up a screen of chatter 
about socialism, they put off strug- 
gling for it to the misty distance of 
ages and thus helped capitalism 
fortify its positions. 

Characterizing the activities of the 
Second International, Lenin wrote: 


“ ‘Socialism’ as a goal in general, in 
contradistinction to capitalism (or 
imperialism), is accepted now not 
only by Kautskyites and social- 
chauvinists, but even by many bour- 
geois politicians. .. . 

“The whole Second International 
. . . counterposed socialism to capi- 
talism in general, and for just this 
too general ‘generalization’ it suf- 


_ fered bankruptcy.” (Lenin Miscel- 


lany, Vol. XVII, p. 113.) 

Bitter experience has convinced the 
workers of western European coun- 
tries of the fruitlessness of chatter 
about socialism; they have paid’ a 
high price for the treacherous activ- 
ities of the leaders of the reformist 
parties, who, by the splitting policy 
they conducted in the labor move- 
ment, weakened its forces in the 
struggle against fascist reaction. The 
Mensheviks in Russia, and right in 
line with them, the Trotskyites, who 
later sold themselves to the fascist 
secret services, in their time also chat- 
tered about socialism, and, screening 
themselves behind this chatter, strove 
to “prove” the impossibility of the 
victory of socialism and in alliance 
with foreign imperialists sought to 
restore capitalism in our country. 

Only the Bolsheviks, guided by 
Lenin and Stalin, have brought to 
life the great doctrine of the socialist 
transformation of society. From the 
very first steps of their revolutionary 
struggle the Bolsheviks have stead- 
fastly heeded Lenin’s injunction that 
“All agitation for socialism must be 
converted from the abstract and the 
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general into the concrete and the 
immediately practical.” (Lenin Mis- 
cellany, Vol. XVII, p. 181.) 

In the long and stubborn struggle 
with all kinds of enemies of so- 
cialism, who hid themselves behind 
the screen of accepting it verbally, 
the Bolsheviks proved in fact that 
socialism is not an empty dream and 
does not lie somewhere in the misty 
distance of ages. They organized and 
realized the victory of socialism on 
one-sixth of the earth. In the U.S.S.R. 
the question of the victory of so- 
cialism is “Today ...no longer a 
debatable question. Today it is a 
matter of facts, a matter of real life, 
a matter of habits that permeate the 
whole life of the people.” (J. V. Sta- 
lin Speech delivered at a meeting of 
the voters of the Stalin electoral area, 
in Moscow, December 11, 1937.) 

The scientific theory of socialism 
created by Marx and Engels was 
rendered lifeless by the opportunists, 
since they deprived it of all practical 
significance and meaning. While 
Marx and Engels turned socialism 
from a utopia into a science, the op- 
portunists, as Lenin pointed out, sub- 
stituted for scientific socialism a 
purely philistine, “dream-cloudy” in- 
clination toward socialism in the ab- 
stract (see Lenin Miscellany, Vol. Ill, 
Pp. 494). Making the axis of their 
whole propaganda the thesis that 
socialism is a matter of the very 
distant, practically indefinite future, 
the Mensheviks and other oppor- 
tunists produced something that 
suited the bourgeoisie. For this 


reason the bourgeoisie even saw in 
them a social bulwark, because with- 
out coming out against socialism 
directly, they distracted the masses 
of the workers from the practical 
struggle for the socialist transforma- 
tion of society. It was precisely this 
that made Menshevism, opportun- 
ism, the most artful and shrewd de- 
vice for maintaining the domination 
of the bourgeoisie. 

In Bolshevism, however, the bour- 
geoisie recognized a serious threat 
to themselves, because the Bolsheviks 
were conducting a real struggle for 
socialism, for bringing revolutionary 
theory to life. In this active approach 
of the Bolsheviks to their theory is 
expressed their genuine revolutionary 
spirit, their actual devotion to the 
fundamental interests of the people. 

Precisely because the Bolshevik 
Party throughout its whole history 
fought actively to bring revolutionary 
theory to life, theory itself in the 
hands of the Bolsheviks always was 
and is ever a progressive science, 
which they unswervingly move for- 
ward, enriching it with new ideolo- 
gical acquisitions. The Mensheviks 
and reactionary leaders of the Second 
International destroyed theory—des- 
troyed it precisely because, not want- 
ing to realize it in practice, they re- 
duced it to a state of immobility and 
stagnation, deprived it of its revolu- 
tionary soul, distorted and deformed 
it. They did everything they could to 
prevent the proletariat from under- 
standing its real opportunities in the 
struggle for emancipation and from 





544 POLITICAL AFFAIRS 


being inspired by faith in its own 
forces. The whole practice of the op- 
portunists, which was directed 
against bringing socialism to life, 
gave rise to all sorts of “theories” to 
the effect that socialism is impossible 
in the immediate perspective, that it 
is a matter of the very distant, prac- 
tically indefinite future. 

On the contrary, the Bolshevik 
Party, in the struggle for the revolu- 
tionary transformation of society, ad- 
vanced Marxist science on the path 
of an ever deeper understanding of 
the laws of social development. Le- 
nin, Stalin, and the Bolsheviks dis- 
closed that in conditions of a new 
epoch—the epoch of imperialism— 
there existed a new disposition of 
class forces and new possibilities, 
permitting the toilers, with hope of 
success and with confidence in their 
forces, to conduct a practical revolu- 
tionary struggle for the socialist 
transformation of society. 

The Mensheviks and other oppor- 
tunists, who never took seriously the 
theoretical propositions of Marxism 
and had no intention of putting them 
into practice, also did not set them- 
selves the task of spreading the re- 
volutionary ideas of Marxism among 
the masses. Characteristic of the op- 
portunist leaders of Social-Democ- 
racy is a haughtily disdainful view of 
the masses, according to which 
theory is allegedly inaccessible to the 
masses. The opportunists concealed 
from the masses the revolutionary 
heart of Marxist theory because they 
feared that education in the spirit of 


‘ Bolsheviks 


Marxism would lay bare before the 
masses the defects of capitalism and 
cause its foundations to waver. 

In contrast to the opportunists, the 
Bolsheviks have always taken care 
that the great ideas of Marxism-Le- 
ninism penetrated the masses on an 
ever deeper and broader scale. This 
corresponds to the active attitude 
of the Bolsheviks to their theory. The 
have not elaborated 
theory in order to pigeon-hole its 
conclusions, but in order to embody 
them in life. In this the Bolsheviks 
have taken as their point of departure 
the position that the masses decide 
the fate of history. They therefore 
have considered it their duty to bring 
advanced ideas to the consciousness 
of the people, and have never ceased 
taking care that theory becomes the 
property of the masses. 

Contrasting the Bolsheviks, the 
Communists, with the Mensheviks 
and all other opportunists, in his 
article “Lenin as Organizer and 
Leader of the Communist Party” 
(1920), Comrade Stalin pointed out 
that there are two groups of Marxists 
and that between them there lies a 
whole gulf, for their methods of 
work are diametrically opposite. 

Characterizing the Mensheviks 
and opportunists, Comrade Stalin 
said: “The first group usually con- 
fines itself to the superficial recogni- 
tion of Marxism, to solemnly pro 
claiming it. Unable, or not wishing 
to study the essence of Marxism, un- 
able, or not wishing to apply it in 
practical life, it transforms the living 
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revolutionary propositions of Marx- 
ism into dead, meaningless formulae. 
It bases its activities, not on ex- 
perience, not on the results of prac- 
tical work, but on quotations from 
Marx. It takes its guiding lines and 
directives, not from an analysis of 
living reality, but from analogies and 
historical parallels. Discrepancy be- 
tween word and deed—such is the 
principal disease from which this 
group suffers.”* 

This discrepancy between word 
and deed, which the opportunists 
made their principle and norm of be- 
havior, led in the final analysis to 
their repudiating more and more 
even a verbal acknowledgment of 
Marxism, to their going over to the 
position of bourgeois ideology, to 
their becoming plain servants and 
accomplices of the policy of the im- 
perialists. 

The Bolsheviks saved Marxism 
and developed it further. 

Characterizing the Bolsheviks, the 
Communists, Comrade Stalin said: 
“The second group on the other hand 
transforms the center of gravity of 
the question from the superficial 
recognition of Marxism to its realiza- 
tion, to its application in practical 
life. Indicating the path and means 
of realizing Marxism for various situ- 
ations, changing the path and means 
when the situation changes—this is 
what this group concentrates its at- 
tention upon mainly. It takes its 
directives and guiding lines not from 


* Joseph Stalin, Lenin, International Publishers, 
= York, Little Lenin Library, vol. 16, p. 5. 
tors, 
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historical analogies and parallels, but 
from the study of surrounding con- 
ditions. In its activities it relies, not 
on quotations, and aphorisms, but 
on practical experience, testing every 
step it takes by experience, learning 
from its mistakes and teaching others 
to build a new life. This, properly 
speaking, explains why in the activ- 
ities of this group there is no dis- 
crepancy between word and deed, 
and why the teachings of Marx fully 
preserve their living, revolutionary 
force.”* 

This unity of word and deed, a 
unity of revolutionary theory and re- 
volutionary practice, permeates the 
whole history of our Party. This is 
why it is impossible to master Marx- 
ism-Leninism without studying the 
history of the Bolshevik Party. 

The History of the C.P.S.U. shows 
the unity and integrity of Marxism- 
Leninism in all its component parts 
and discloses the all-sided connection 
between the policy of our Party, its 
strategy and tactics, with its ideolo- 
gical and theoretical principles. The 
History of the C.P.S.U. is a classical 
work of Marxism-Leninism. It pro- 
vides a theoretical generalization of 
enormous political experience, a 
demostration of the indissoluble con- 
nection between the policy of our 
Party and its world outlook and 
theory of social development, and a 
disclosure of how the Party of Lenin 
and Stalin has enriched and ad- 


vanced Marxist theory. 
* * * 


* Ibid., p. 6. Editors. 
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In his work, Dialectical and His- 
torical Materialism, Comrade Stalin 
developed further the Leninist ideas 
on the unity of method and theory 
in the world outlook of the Bolshevik 
Party. 

This unity is embodied in the fact 
that both method and theory are 
consistently revolutionary. In Marx’s 
words, his dialectic is “in its essence 


critical and revolutionary.” And, as: 


Comrade Stalin points out, “it is 
precisely this critical and revolution- 
ary spirit that pervades Lenin’s 
method from beginning to end.”* 
Marxist-Leninist dialectic is a 
weapon in the struggle for the re- 
volutionary transformation of capi- 
talist society, for the victory of the 
new over the old—in its essence it 
looks forward into the future. But 
the Marxist-Leninist method has the 
special property that it exists in unity 
with materialist theory. For material- 
ist theory liberates man from false, 
idealist notions and ideas of a 
“supreme reason” and “supreme 
will” as predetermining everything 
in this world, including the division 
into exploiters and exploited, etc. 
Materialist theory gives the toilers 
firm ground in the struggle against 
outlived social orders and for a pro- 
gressive reconstruction of society. 
Counterbalancing the revisionists, 
who rejected Marxist dialectics, Le- 
nin and Stalin showed that dialectics 
is the revolutionary soul of Marxism, 
that the Marxist world outlook is an 


* Joseph Stalin, Foundations of Leninism, Ia- 
ternational Publishers, p. 27. Editors. 
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indivisible unity of the Marxix 
dialectical method and Marxist phi- 
losophical materialism. 

Similarly, dialectical materialism 
and historical materialism are indis 
soluble. The all-embracing proof by 
Lenin and Stalin of the inseparability 
of dialectical materialism and _ the 
materialist conception of history has 
great significance in the struggle 
against opportunists and revisionists, 
who have tried from different angles 
to undermine the foundations of the 
Marxist world outlook. It is known 
that double-dealing with regard to 
Marxism has been exemplified in the 
case, for example, of Bogdanov and 
other empiriocriticists who in words 
acknowledged historical materialism, 
but rejected dialectical materialism. 

Lenin and Stalin razed to the 
ground these attempts to set Marx's 
historical theory in opposition to the 
philosophy of dialectical materialism. 
With exhaustive completeness they 
showed that it is precisely the ex- 
tension of all the propositions of 
dialectical materialism to the cogni- 
tion of social phenomena that leads 
to a genuinely scientific explanation 
of social development. 

The History of the CPSU, 
created by Comrade Stalin, liqui- 
dated the harmful gap _ between 
Marxism and Leninism that had ex- 
isted in the sphere of propaganda, 
the estrangement of Leninism from 
dialectical and historical materialism, 
from party history. The Central 


Committee of the C.P.S.U., in its 
decision “On the Organization of 
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THE ACTIVATING FORCE OF MARXISM-LENINISM 


Party Propaganda in connection with 
the Publication of the History of the 
CPS.U.,” reunited into one whole 
the artificially split-up component 

rts of what is a simple Marxist- 
Leninist body of doctrine—dialectical 
and historical materialism and Le- 
ninsm—and made the connection 
between historical materialism and 
the policy of the Party. The History 
of the C.P.S.U. is a guide of this sort, 
in which the indissoluble unity, in- 
tegrity and successsorship of the 
teachings of Marx and Lenin, the 
unity of Marxism-Leninism, are de- 
monstrated. Set forth in it is the new 
element introduced by Lenin and his 
disciples into Marxist theory on the 
basis of a generalization of new ex- 
perience in the struggle of the pro- 
letariat in the epoch of imperialism 
and proletarian revolutions. 

Already in his work Foundations 
of Leninism, Comrade Stalin pointed 
out that “ .. . Lenin’s method is not 
only the restaration, but also the con- 
cretization and further development 
of the critical and revolutionary 
method of Marx, of his materialist 
dialectics.”"* In the same work Com- 
rade Stalin indicated the new that 
was introduced by Lenin in the dev- 
elopment of Marxist philosophical 
materialism. Comrade Stalin wrote: 
“..+ None other than Lenin under- 
took the very serious task of gen- 
eralizing, in line with the materialist 
philosophy, the most important 
achievements of science from the 
time of Engels down to his own 


* Ibid. Editors. 
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time, as well as of subjecting to com- 
prehensive criticism the anti-mate- 
rialistic trends among Marxists.”* 

Accordingly, it is impossible to 
study Leninism, the theory and his- 
tory of our Party, apart from dialec- 
tical and historical materialism, 
which is a component part of Marx- 
ism-Leninism. 

In the history of philosophical and 
social thought there have been not 
a few theories which contained at- 
tempts to explain the historical pro- 
cess and interpret phenomena of so- 
cial life. Among these theories there 
were also those that served only to 
obscure sense. But all even of those 
social theories that carried within 
them certain kernels of truth shared 
the same fate: they could not become 
reliable guides for historical action, 
because the basic line of historical 
development was not correctly repre- 
sented in them—they could not 
disclose the motive forces of the his- 
torical process. 

Only Marxist-Leninist theory pro- 
vides a genuinely scientific explana- 
tion of social development and is a 
fully reliable guide to correct action. 
This is proved by the history of the 
Bolshevik Party, which in all its 
steps had as its guiding star Marxist- 
Leninist theory and emerged from 
the struggle victorious. The history 
of the Bolshevik Party is therefore 
the brightest testimony to the force 
and vitality of Marxist-Leninist 
theory. The History of the C.PS.U., 
in shedding Marxist illumination on 


* [bid., p. 29. Editors. 
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in the sphere of building our econ. ON 


every step in the history of our Party, 
shows how our Party applied theory 
end moved it forward in concrete 
historical surroundings, and in so 
doing it teaches Party cadres and 
the Soviet intelligentsia by concrete 
historical examples how to find cor- 
rect guidance in the theory of Marx- 
ism-Leninism. 

No other party in the world has 
had such a rich and _ scientifically 
generalized political experience, such 
advanced theory, as the Bolshevik 
Party. Only the Party of Lenin and 
Stalin relies in its activities on know- 
ledge of the laws of social develop- 
ment, tested by great historical prac- 
tice. The History of the C.P.S.U. has 
generalized the enormous historical 
experience of the Bolshevik Party. 

Now that the fascist aggressors 
have been destroyed and our coun- 
try has entered a period of peaceful 
development, the Bolshevik Party 
and the Soviet people face new tasks 


omy and culture, tasks for further 
strengthening the military-economi: 
might of the U.S.S.R. 

As a result of the victory over the 
fascist aggressors, big shifts have 
taken place in the life of states be. 
yond our borders, in their mutual 
inter-relations, and there have been 
changes in the role played by in. 
dividual states on the international 
arena. 

We are faced with a new page of 
historical development, one that our 
cadres must comprehend in order to 
orient themselves freely in the whok 
internal and international situation, 
Hence the necessity for a continued 
unremitting theoretical and political 
arming of our cadres, for a sys 
tematic study by them of the works 
of Lenin and Stalin, for a profound 
mastery of the theoretical and ideo 
logical foundations of our Party and 
its historical experience. 
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ON SELF-DETERMI- 
NATION FOR THE 
NEGRO PEOPLE 


By WILLIAM Z. FOSTER 


(From a speech at the National 
Board, C.P.US.A. March 28, 1946. 
A Contribution to the Current Dis- 
cussion.) 


I. 


Ir is A FAcT we must reckon with 
that, for the most part, the Negro 
people have not responded favorably 
to the slogan of self-determination 
for the Negro people in the Black 
Belt, a slogan first put forward by 
our Party in 1928. Because of this 
lack of response, which amounts in 
many cases to vigorous opposition, 
there are some comrades in our 
ranks who conclude incorrectly that 
the slogan of self-determination for 
the Negro people in the Black Belt is 
wrong. 

Well-defined nations, at certain 
stages in their development, almost 
always spontaneously put forth a 
demand for self-determination and 
fight to realize it in one form or 
another. The Negro people in the 
Black Belt constitute a nation. They 
possess the basic characteristics of a 
nation, stated as follows by Stalin: 


A nation is a historically evolved, 
stable community of language, terri- 
tory, economic life, and psychological 
make-up manifested in a community of 
culture. 


Despite the fact that the Negro 
people in the Black Belt possess these 
qualities of nationhood, they never- 
theless do not raise the demand for 
self-determination. Why is this so? 

In my judgment, the basic answer 
to this question is that the Negro 
people, although a nation, are still a 
relatively young nation. They have 
not yet matured politically to the 
point where they will conceive of, 
and fight for, the slogan of self- 
determination. Nations, like classes, 
grow and develop; they do not spring 
full-fledged from the brow of Jove. 
(Our American working class, for 
example, with no mass party of its 
own and with its head full of capi- 
talist ideology, is still far from politi- 
cal maturity.) Nations must pass 
through a period, more or less ex- 
tended, of growth and maturation. 
The Negro people are now in the 
midst of such national development. 

During the past 150 years, from 
one end of our Hemisphere to the 
other, more than a score of new na- 
tions have come into existence. Some 
of them, including our own, had 
great difficulty in acquiring a na- 
tional consciousness, as well as the 
various other attributes of nation- 
hood. Indeed, several of them, par- 
ticularly in Central America, have 
not yet fully developed a vigorous 
sense of nationhood, much less won 
full national independence. In other 
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parts of the world also, including 
nations and autonomous regions in 
the Soviet Union, we have in our 
time seen peoples maturing into na- 
tional consciousness. In India, too, 
there are many peoples who do not 
yet demand self-determination for 
themselves, but support the general 
demand for a free India. 

The Negro people in the United 
States are developing their nation- 
hood under extremely difficult con- 
ditions. Nevertheless, they are devel- 
oping it. Coming to the United 
States, dating back almost 300 years, 
from all parts of Africa, they found 
themselves enchained by chattel slav- 
ery. This made it impossible for 
them, until the Civil War, to develop 
all the characteristics of a nation. 
But, even under slavery, they did 
develop certain national characteris- 
tics such as a common homeland, a 
common speech and a common psy- 
chological make-up flowing from 
their traditions of oppression. It 
was only with the abolition of 
slavery in 1865 that the Negro people 
had an opportunity to develop the 
higher qualities of nationhood. Since 
then their progress toward nation- 
hood has been phenomenal. They 
have in varying degrees registered 
tremendous strides in science, in 
politics, in agriculture, in labor 
unions, in the armed forces, in edu- 
cational pursuits, in general culture, 
in sports, in all walks of life. They 
have now developed a strong pro- 
letariat and a_ well-marked, even 
though weak, bourgeoisie. This na- 
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tional progress is all the more re. 
markable in view of the brief time 
in which it has occurred and the 
extremely difficult conditions under 
which it has taken place. Let us no 
forget that there are still many thov. 
sands of American Negroes who 
were actually born chattel slaves. 


Il. 


The Negro people are rapidly de. 
veloping their nationhood under con. 
ditions of repression hardly equalled 
in any other country in the world 
In the North, as a national minority, 
they have to face widespread dis 
crimination in every phase of social 
life, and in the South, where the 
great bulk of them live, they suffer 
under the weight of the infamous 
Jim Crow and semi-feudal system 
Not long ago several Indian com- 
rades asserted to me that the Negroes 
in the South were in an even wors 
condition of oppression and discrimi: 
nation than the Untouchables of 
India. Despite all these difficulties 
however, the progress being made by 
the Negro people has been one of the 
most striking features of American 
life during the past 80 years. 

There are three special fe 
tures that raise ideological diff 
culties to the acceptance of the 
slogan of self-determination by the 
young Negro nation. The bourgeo: 
sie seized upon these to mask their 
fierce national repression. The firs 
of these ideological difficulties is the 
race. question. Ever since Negro 
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daves were brought to this country, 
the exploiters have attempted to jus- 
tify their oppression upon the 

grounds that the Negroes are bio- 
igically an inferior race. This is the 
theory of white supremacy and Ne- 
oro inferiority. It has been the ideo- 
logical basis, not only for slavery, but 
for the entire system of Jim Crow, 
white supremacy practices, and other 
discriminations against Negroes. In 
consequence, Negroes naturally fight 
fiercely against this whole concept of 
racial inferiority and the segregation- 
im that accompanies it. This makes 
them highly suspicious of any pro- 
prosals, even slogans of national self- 
determination, that would seem to set 
them apart from the bulk of the 
white population. Preoccupation with 
this burning question of racial dis- 
crimination tends to obscure the 
more basic conception of their status 
as a nation. 

A second ideological barrier to the 
development of national conscious- 
ness among the Negro people has to 
do with the general question of 
American democratic traditions. Ne- 
groes rightly feel themselves to be 
Americans in the fullest sense of the 
word. And, despite all the discri- 
mination that is directed against 
them as a people, they are also proud 
of American democratic traditions 
and their contributions to establish- 
ing them. Consequently, with this 
strong spirit of Americanism the 
young Negro people do not readily 
develop the conception of being 
themselves a nation, even though 


they are an oppressed nation within 
the broad American nation. 

A third obstacle to the develop- 
ment of full national consciousness 
among the Negroes as a people arises 
from the fact that, situated literally 
in the bosom of the strongest and 
largest capitalist nation in the world, 
it is difficult for them, a relatively 
small and the most impoverished 
section of the American people, to 
conceive of themselves as taking a 
stand as a nation within this great 
American nation, and as demanding 
the right of self-determination. Such 
an assertion of nationhood on their 
part would be an act demanding 
very high national consciousness. 


Ill. 


The foregoing are some of the 
major reasons why the young Negro 
nation has not yet reached the point 
of political maturity where it fully 
understands itself to be a nation and 
where it demands the right of self- 
determination. But that the Negro 
people are on the way to achieving 
such consciousness of nationhood is 
made obvious by observing their gen- 
eral orientation as a people. 

Where are the Negro people go- 
ing? What are they doing to solve 
the problem of repression? What is 
the route they are taking in their 
forward march? These are some of 
the major questions to which we 
must find the answers. And we can 
find them, not in wishful thinking 
as to what the Negroes should or 
should not do, but in studying what 
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the Negroes are actually thinking 
and doing about these matters. In 
applying the principles of Marxism 
to this complex problem we must be 
careful to avoid schematism; we 
must, as Lenin often counselled, lis- 
ten carefully to the voice of the 
people. We must use our theory, not 
as a dogma, but as a guide to action. 

In order to establish just what the 
orientation of the Negro people is, 
it may be helpful first to point out 
some of the goals toward which they 
are not heading. First, they are not 
looking, as a people, for the solution 
of their problems by intermarriage 
and absorption into the general white 
majority of the nation, as appears to 
be taking place in some Latin-Ameri- 
can countries. At the same time, 
they fight against the white suprem- 


acy barriers to the right of inter- 


marriage. Second, they are not 
planning to emigrate from the United 
States to Africa, as Garvey (and 
various other exodus proponents 
since Civil War times) would have 
had them do. Third, they are not 
dispersing their national organiza- 
tions and giving up their struggles 
and simply relying upon the good- 
will and generosity of the American 
bourgeoisie to provide them with 
economic, political, and social equal- 
ity, as Browder recommends they 
do. And, fourth, they are not looking 
forward to a time when, in the 
South, they will have a Negro Re- 
public. Where, then, are they head- 
ing as a people, and what is their 
orientation ? 
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Under the pressure of their diff. 
cult situation, the Negro people are 
developing along a_ triple-phased 
course. 

First, the Negro people, along with 
their white allies, are fighting mil 
tantly and resolutely for economic, 
political and social equality, and firs. 
class citizenship, and not without 
very substantial successes. They are 
seeking to integrate themselves on a 
basis of equality into every American 
institution and into all fields of en. 
deavor. The measure of their efforts 
in this direction is indicated, among 
other developments, by such move. 
ments as those against lynching, 
against the poll tax, and for full 
rights in the armed forces, for fair 
employment practices, etc. 

Second, in order to carry through 
successfully these struggles for equal 
rights, the Negro people are ener- 
getically organizing themselves, and 
more and more on a national Negro 
basis. The N.A.A.C.P., the National 
Urban League, the National Negro 
Congress, the United Negro and 
Allied Veterans of America and 
other organizations have greatly in- 
creased in numbers and _ influence 
during the past decade or two, while 
in the sphere of trade union organi- 
zation the Negro workers have made 
most striking progress. 

Third, along with this organized 
fight for equality, the Negro people 
are also gradually developing their 
national culture and national con- 
sciousness. Specifically Negro culture 
is showing great vitality, so much so 
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that it has already profoundly af- 
fected American culture in general. 
As for the development of their na- 
tional consciousness, one of its most 
striking manifestations is the extent 
to which Negroes nowadays have 
lessened their talk of “race” con- 
sciousness and increased their tend- 
ency to consider themselves as “the 
Negro people.” They have also de- 
veloped a marked community of 
feeling with the colonial peoples of 
the world who are now fighting for 
national liberation. 

All this signifies that the Negro 
people are on the path that leads to 
national struggle, organization, and 
consciousness. It is the way that leads 
to the eventual adoption of the slo- 
gan of self-determination, with cor- 
responding practical demands for 
economic and political freedom. To- 
day, both in the North and the South, 
the Negro people have put forward 
immediate demands appropriate to 
those of an oppressed national minor- 
ity, seeking equality within the given 
state. But they will eventually ad- 
vance economic and political de- 
mands that will raise their program 
for the South to the higher level of 
national liberation. 

With their process of increasing 
struggle, improving organization, 
and developing national conscious- 
ness, the Negro people at this time 
are orientating in the general direc- 
tion of statehood in the Black Belt 
within the general confines of the U.S. 
There are no separatist tendencies 
among them. Rather than toward a 


Negro Republic in the South, they 
are much more definitely moving 
toward relationships roughly anala- 
gous in certain respects to those of 
the French-Canadian people toward 
the rest of the Canadian people. This 
is what the living practice of the 
Negro people teaches us now, and 
these lessons must not be ignored or 
misunderstood. 


IV. 


The Communist Party deservedly 
has a high prestige among the Negro 
people. This is because our Party, 
ever since its formation, has fought 
resolutely beside the harassed Negro 
masses. We have relentlessly strug- 
gled against the outrageous lynch- 
ings, against the Jim Crow system, 
and against anti-Negro discrimina- 
tion and white chauvinism in all 
fields. We have also fought tirelessly 
for all the demands of the Negro 
people, and for the unity of the 
Negro masses and the white progres- 
sive forces. Our Party can rightfully 
claim much of the credit for the 
political progress ‘made in recent 
years by the Negro people. 

A weakness in our Party’s work, 
however, has been the inept way we 
have handled the question of self- 
determination in the Black Belt of 
the South. Our adoption of the slo- 
gan of self-determination in 1928 
marked a big step forward in our 
Negro work; but, unfortunately 
(save for the Browder revisionist 
period, when we dropped the slogan 
altogether), we have quite generally 
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interpreted it in a Leftist manner. 
This has tended to make it unac- 
ceptable to the Negro people. Among 
the major improvements necessary in 
our presentation of the slogan of self- 
determination are the following: 
(a) We must not brush aside the 
question of race, as we have done too 
often in the past. On the contrary, 
we must fully evaluate the role racial 
prejudice plays in the oppression of 


the Negro people and show its rela-’ 


tion to the larger, more basic political 
question of the national oppression 
of the Negro people. 

(b) We must attune our advocacy 
of the slogan of self-determination 
more closely to the general stage of 
national development which the 
young Negro nation has attained. 
We must pay closer attention to the 
incipient national moods, ideas, and 
movements now developing among 
this oppressed people, and adopt as a 
major task the awakening of the 
Negro people’s consciousness of na- 
tionhood. We must pay particular 
attention to solving the land hunger 
of the Negro people. We must not 
present the slogan of self-determina- 
tion to the Negro people in a man- 
ner that assumes that they are a 


nation fully matured politically. 
(c) We must not, either by direct 
advocacy or by implication, create 
the impression that self-determina. 
tion in the Southern Black Belt 
would necessarily lead to the creation 
of a Negro Republic. Instead, we 
must show that self-determination 
may take various forms, of which 
separation is but one. This is all the 
more necessary because the Negro 
people are in no sense orientating 
themselves at present toward the set- 
ting up of a separate Republic. We 
must study more carefully the whole 


question of bi-national and mult- 


national states, as they exist in vari- 
ous parts of the world. 

(d) We must more concretely con- 
nect the question of Socialism with 
the fight of the Negro people against 
racial and national oppression. We 
must show them that while their 
present fight for economic, political, 
and social equality, and their even- 
tual struggle for national self-deter- 
mination, are indispensable for their 
welfare and freedom, it will only be 
under Socialism that they, together 
with the white toiling masses, will 
finaily achieve full liberty, equality, 
and prosperity. 
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PLANNERS 
OF ATOMIC 
IMPERIALISM 


By JOSEPH CLARK 


THE EPOCH-MAKING development of 
atomic energy warrants careful 
analysis in all its aspects, from the 
point of view of the dialectic laws 
of motion in recent physics to the 
many-sided social implications of 
nuclear power. In a most dramatic 
way, atomic energy reveals the 


inability of our capitalist production 
relationships to cope with and release 


these tremendous forces for the be- 
nefit of mankind. The capitalist sys- 
tem, in its imperialist stage of dev- 
lopment, knows one definite use, 
and plans for one definite use of this 
scientific achievement: for world 
domination and war. We shall 
discuss but one phase of the problem 
here, the policies outlined in the 
Report on the International Control 
of Atomic Energy prepared by a 
Board of Consultants for the Sec- 
retary of State’s Committee on 
Atomic Energy, which was ap- 
pointed on January 7, 1946. 

The Report was prepared under 
the chairmanship of David E. Lilien- 
thal, Chairman of the Tennessee 
Valley Authority. Other members of 


this Board of Consultants were 
Chester I. Barnard, President of the 
New Jersey Bell Telephone Com- 
pany, Dr. J. Robert Oppenheimer, 
Professor of Physics at the University 
of California before the war, Dr. 
Charles Allen Thomas, Vice Presi- 
dent of the Monsanto Chemical 
Company and Harry A. Winne, 
Vice President in charge of engineer- 
ing policy at the General Electric 
Company. It was then presented on 
March 17, 1946, by the Secretary of 
States’s Committee on Atomic 
Energy, headed by Dean Acheson, to 
Secretary James F, Byrnes. 

Byrnes offered the Report to the 
public with high recommendation, 
“not as a statement of policy, but 
solely as a basis for . . . discussion.” 
Nevertheless, the views presented 
have wide currency in official circles; 
they indicate a trend and a basic ap- 
proach which must be stripped of its 
abstract moral and social attributes 
and evaluated in terms of the real 
policies being pursued by the State 
Department today. 


ATOMIZING PEACE 


The Lilienthal Report has widely 
been hailed as a positive step forward 
in scientific circles and among 
liberals in the United States. Where 
some liberals have been critical, they 
have sought to distinguish between 
the Report itself and the iatroduc- 
tion by Dean Acheson. A reading of 
both documents, however, will reveal 
not the slightest contradiction be- 
tween them. Acheson’s letter of 
transmittal is a faithful summation 
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of some of the most dangerous im- 
plications of the Report. 

We can assume that among the 
scientists who greeted the Lilienthal 
Report there were those who did so 
out of concern for international con- 
trol of atomic energy. They are fear- 
ful of the consequences of atomic 
war; they favor the utilization of 
this force for peaceful, constructive 


purposes. Unfortunately, they do not 


carry their cold, scientific analysis 
away from the laboratory and into 
the everyday world of politics. As 
for the liberals, they must have for- 
gotten that nothing can exist in a 
vacuum. For, certainly, the Report 
was prepared at a specific time, un- 
der certain conditions—at a time 
marked by an Anglo-American drive 
spearheaded by U.S. imperialism to 
wreck world peace, and under con- 
ditions created by a wave of anti- 
Soviet incitement unparalleled since 
the axis “Anti-Comintern” pact and 
propaganda. 

If the liberals forgot the time and 
the circumstances under which the 
Report was made, the least they 
could have done was to tell what the 
Report actually proposes: continued 
U.S. production of atomic bombs, 
while barring this “knowledge and 
know-how” from other countries, 
and establishing an_ international 
agency through which the U.S. can 
intervene in the control of the 
sources, and dominate the develop- 
ment, of atomic energy anywhere in 
the world. 

While agreeing with the atomic 
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scientists who have said again aad 
again that there is no secret about 
atomic energy, this Report does as. 
sume that: “Today the United States 
has a monopoly in atomic weapons, 
We have strategic stockpiles; we 
have extensive facilities for making 
the ingredients of atomic bombs 
and for making the bombs them. 
selves... .” The Report’s proposals 
for international control of atomic 
energy take into account “that this 
monopoly could not be permanent.” 
The Report adds, “There have been 
valid differences of opinion on the 
time which it would take other na- 
tions to come abreast of our present 
position, or to surpass it; but it is 
generally admitted that during the 
next five to twenty years the situa- 
tion will have changed profoundly.” 

The proposals are furthermore 
made on the basis “that some part 
of our monopoly we hold in com- 
mon with the United Kingdom and 
Canada.” 

The starting point of the recom- 
mendation for an Atomic Develop- 
ment Authority under the United 
Nations is the premise that “the con- 
trol of raw materials is an essential 
prerequisite for all further progress 
and it is the first job that the Author- 
ity must undertake.” The main func- 
tion of the A.D.A. will be control of 
the vital uranium and_ plutonium 
raw materials essential for the use 
of atomic energy and production of 
atomic bombs. 

We need to bear in mind that the 
control of these raw materials will 
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be the first and the most important 
function of the Authority. Further, 
we should note the manner in which 
our current “monopoly” is to be 
“Jost.” The report states “Our mon- 
opoly on knowledge cannot be, and 
should not be, lost at once. . . .It is 
clear that the information, which 
this country alone has, can be 
divided more or less roughly into 
categories. This acceptance and 
operation of the plan will require 
divulging certain categories of this 
information at successive times. A 
schedule can outline the point a 
which this must occur. In particular, 
there is a limited category of infor- 
mation which should be divulged in 
the early meetings of the United Na- 
tions Commission discussing these 
problems. There is a more extensive 
category which must be divulged 
some years hence after a charter has 
been adopted and the Atomic Dev- 
elopment Authority is ready to start 
its operations; and there are other 
categories that may be reserved un- 
til the Authority later undertakes 
some of the subsequent stages of its 
operations, for instance, those that 
involve research on weapons.” 

It should then be recalled that the 
A.D.A. will intervene all over the 
world to prospect for and determine 
the existence of the vital raw mate- 
rials and exercise control over those 
resources, while the United States 
does not stop its own production and 
stockpiling of atomic bombs, Dean 
Acheson writes fully in the spirit of 
the proposed “stages” of develop- 


ment of the A.D.A., when he says 
in his letter of transmittal: “The 
plan does not require that the United 
States shall discontinue such man- 
ufacture either upon the proposal of 
the plan or upon the inauguration of 
the international agency.” 

Here is a calculated plan whereby 
American imperialism can best .pre- 
serve its head-start in developing 
the means of atomic warfare. In the 
introduction te the Report, the con- 
sultants recognize “the already 
launched international atomic arma- 
ment race.” Their plan creates an 
international agency whose primary 
undertaking is to establish contro} 
over the sources of atomic energy 
while the United States continues ta 
build up what it trusts is, and will 
remain, a pre-eminent position in the 
production of atomic bombs. 

So that there may be no question 
about this, the consultants conclude: 
“Should the worst happen and, dur- 
ing the transition period, the entire 
effort collapse, the United States will 
at all times be in a favorable position 
with regard to atomic weapons.” 
That is stated in the Lilienthal Re- 
port, not in the Acheson introduc- 
tion 

Even while the _ international 
agency is being established and it be- 
gins to exercise control over the na- 
tions’ sources of uranium and pluto- 
nium, the plan calls for the brandish- 
ing of the atomic weapon as an in- 
strument of imperialist politics. This 
is not only a logical assumption flow- 
ing from the current behavior of the 
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State Department, but is admitted in 
the report. “The extent to which 
special precautions need to be taken 
to preserve present American ad- 
vantages must be importantly in- 
fluenced by the character of the 
negotiations and by the earnestness 
which is manifested by the several 
nations in an attempt to solve the 


common problems of international — 


control. These questions lie in the 
domain of highest national policy in 
international relations.” 

Let us come down from the rare- 
fied atmosphere of the Board of 
Consultants and translate that amaz- 
ing admission into terms that are 
real in the world today. American 
oil and banking interests, to cite but 
one example, desire strong military 
influence in the Mediterranean. Oil 
investments in Saudi Arabia and 
Yemen and on the Iranian Island 
of Bahrein demand it. Surely such 
pressures lie “in the domain of 
highest national policy in interna- 
tional relations.” And let us assume 
that the Lilienthal proposal were ac- 
cepted by the United Nations. The 
United States Government would 
decide “the extent to which special 
precautions need to be taken to pre- 
serve present American advantages” 
and, having worked for the creation 
of a bloc against the Soviet Union, 
it could very well use the proposed 
A.D.A, as a means for furthering its 
policies regarding this or any other 
instance of its plan for imperialist 
domination. It brandishes the very 
weapon which is supposed to be in- 


ternationalized under the plan, as a 
means of applying U.S. imperialis 
pressure on the rest of the world. 

Furthermore, while reserving the 
right to decide how much informa. 
tion U.S. imperialism will feed the 
A.D.A., “The first major activities 
of the Authority must be directed 
to obtain cognizance and control 
over the raw materials situation.” In 
other words, what would add to the 
existing “advantages” of U.S. im- 
perialism becomes a matter of im- 
mediate application. But “all the 
other operations of the Authority are 
certainly subject to scheduling.” As 
quoted before from the Report, this 
principle of scheduling and stages 
does not apply to control over the 
raw materials; that “is the first job” 
for the Authority. 

To illustrate further how the 
Lilienthal plan would work if it 
were immediately projected, the out- 
standing fact of present international 
relations must be emphasized. When 
President Truman introduced Win- 
ston Churchill at Fulton, he started a 
whole chain of pronouncements and 
policies, all adding up to one thing: 
an Anglo-American Axis created in 
the spirit of the “anti-Comintern” 
Axis. Suffice it to point to the “team- 
work” which exonerated British 
imperialism in Greece, Indonesia, 
Syria and the Levant and which 
created a hysterical war atmosphere 
against the Soviet Union on the 
Iranian issue. 

Dean Acheson says that the pre- 
limimary disclosures (not pertaining 
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to bomb manufacture) of A.D.A. 
would not have much material effect 
on the development of atomic bombs. 
But he recalls that “we are exluding 
Great Britain and Canada” in this 
respect. The body of the report itself 
makes plain the special role of Brit- 
ain and Canada in sharing some of 
the “advantage” of “the monopoly.” 
The relationship established between 
Britain, the United States and 
Canada cannot be separated from its 
anti-Soviet context and its war-mak- 
ing implications. While the plan 
gives full recognition to the special 
role Britain and Canada enjoy as 
junior partners in the atomic bomb 
“monopoly,” it enables the Anglo- 
American Axis to use the A.D.A. 
for atomic politics. 

Undoubtedly, what impressed the 
atomic scientists and those sincere 
liberals who were taken in by the 
Lilienthal Report was the end result 
which was supposed to be obtained 
under the projected plan. Here is a 
plan which does not just establish 
negative conditions by policing atom 
bomb manufacture and issuing edicts 
against atomic warfare. It proposes 
“an international agency conducting 
all intrinsically dangerous operations 
in the nuclear field, with individual 
nations and their citizens free to con- 
duct, under license and a minimum 
of inspection, all non-dangerous, or 
afe, operations.” This agency will be 
the Atomic Development Authority. 
It will have the authority to mine the 
raw materials, manufacture and pro- 
duce atomic energy, aid in research, 


and develop atomic energy for con- 
structive purposes as well as for the 
manufacture of atomic bombs. All 
nations will be represented. On the 
surface, then, it appears to be a plan 
for international security and peace. 
But in examining the stages through 
which A.D.A. will develop, it 
emerges as an open endeavor to 
counteract any future developments 
in other countries that might threat- 
en the “monopoly” we now possess. 
Recognizing that any modern in- 
dustrial nation can develop the 
atomic bomb, it produces a means 
for exercising control over the raw 
materials needed to produce such 
bombs at the same time that U.S. 
imperialism continues to produce 
and stockpile the bomb. Simultane- 
ously our ‘monopoly” is used as a 
weapon in the negotiation of inter- 
national control of atomic energy. 
While no authority will intervene 
in U.S. production of atomic bombs, 
and no other nation will be given 
the “know-how” of U.S. atomic 
bomb production, U.S. imperialism 
will demand the right, through 
A.D.A., to secure all the information 
it desires about the resources and 
potentialities of atomic developments 
in other countries. The object is 
clear: to maintain the existing US. 
monopoly and offset any additional 
developments in other lands in the 
field of atomic energy. 


THE REAL BASIS OF CONTROL 


The single biggest fact that is 
ignored by the Report is the basis 
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upon which we can establish peace 
today—friendship and unity of the 
Big Three, the United States, Great 
Britain and the Soviet Union. Such 
unity brought victory over the fas- 
cist Axis. Only such unity today can 
end the crisis which threatens a new 
world war. As long as the United 
States pursues a policy of “getting 
tough” with the Soviet Union it is 
absurd to think that conditions exist 
for a mutually satisfactory settlement 
of the international control of atomic 
energy. 

The Lilienthal Report is supposed 
to be a guide for the American repre- 
sentative on the United Nations 
Atomic Energy Commission. That 
representative has already been 
named by President Truman— 
Bernard M. Baruch. Baruch’s clear- 
cut advocacy of the Big Business 
point of view, his hatred for Com- 
munism, his antipathy for the Soviet 
Union, illustrate still further the uses 
for which the Lilienthal Report is 
designated. Fittingly enough, Baruch 
named as his advisors a group of 
men distinguished by their Wall 
Street connections. They are John 
Hancock, Wall Street banker; Fer- 
dinand Eberhart, New York invest- 
ment banker; Herbert Bayard 
Swope, publicist and big business- 
man; and Fred Searls, New York 
mining engineer. Not only are they 
spokesmen for the monopoly section 
of capitalism, in the ideological sense, 
but they are the big monoplists them- 
selves. On so crucial a question as 
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atomic energy the ruling clay 
trusted no one but members of its 
top layers. Even the scientists were 
excluded. 

Tremendous public interest was 
aroused by the struggle agains 
military control of atomic energy. 
No less important is public discus. 
sion and action on the question of 
real international control of atomic 
energy. Labor in this country has a 
very special interest in the issue be- 
cause it is “our” imperialism which 
is using the atomic bomb as an in- 
strument of policies that are leading 
our nation toward atomic warfare. 
Essential to intelligent discussion of 
this issue is a correct evaluation of 
the Lilienthal Report. Any study 
which does more than scratch the 


surface of that Report reveals that 
there is no conflict between the anti- 
Soviet policies Byrnes pursued in the 


Bronx and Paris and the atomic 
policies proposed for our represen 
tative on the United Nations Atomic 
Energy Commission. Rather than 
dispelling the use of atomic energy 
as a factor making for suspicion, con- 
flict and war, the Report intensified 
that conflict. It is a logical continua 
tion of imperialist power politics in 
economic and diplomatic affairs. 

The Lilienthal Report is based 
upon exactly such politics. 

It is the politics of imperialism 
against the politics of the peoples, 
who have fought for and desire to 
build world peace and guarantee the 
freedom of nations. 
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ARAB-JEWISH UNITY 
FOR THE SOLUTION 
OF PALESTINE’S 
PROBLEMS 


By MEIR VILNER 


Statement of Meir Vilner, Represen- 
tative of the Communist Party of 
Palestine, before the Anglo-Ameri- 
can Inquiry Commission for Pales- 
tine, on March 25, 1946. 


Mr. Chairman, Gentlemen 
of the Committee: 

Ir Is A STRANGE THING that instead of 
stting up the Trusteeship Council 
of the United Nations Organization, 
in accordance with the resolutions 
of the San Francisco Conference, on 
the advancement of the Mandated 
Territories towards independence, a 
separate Inquiry Commission has 
been set up by the British and 
United States Governments. We re- 
gard the setting up of such a com- 
mission without any authorization 
on the part of the United Nations 
Organization as an open breach of 
the San Francisco Charter. We re- 
gard this step as one of the attempts 
of the British Government, assisted 
by the Government of the United 
States, aimed at securing the conti- 
nuation of the status quo in Pales- 
tine, 7.¢., the continuation of the 
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colonial oppression of our country. 
The fact that the Soviet Union has 
been excluded from the working out 
of a solution for our country’s prob- 
lems is further proof that the initia- 
tors of this Commission lack any in- 
terest in advancing the freedom of 
the peoples of Palestine. As is widely 
known, the Soviet Union has been 
the only one among the Great 
Powers which, in the most consistent 
manner, has defended, at each of the 
international conferences, the right 
of the colonial peoples to self-deter- 
mination and independence. 

The motive for our appearance be- 
fore this Commission is our wish to 
contribute to the removal of the 
tension between Jews and Arabs 
which has increased during the past 
weeks. Our aim is to contribute to 
the cause of cooperation between the 
two peoples of our country in order 
to ensure peace and security, and to 
ensure the advance of democracy in, 
and the independence of, Palestine. 
The tension in our country has been 
increased as a result of the manner 
in which the inquiries have been 
conducted by this Commission. This 
Commission is presenting the prob- 
lem of our country as a question of 
antagonism between Jews and Arabs 
instead of regarding it as a problem 
of oppression by British imperialism 
of Jews and Arabs alike. This ten- 
sion has also been increased by the 
chauvinist evidence submitted by the 
official Jewish and Arab leadership, 
by Mr. Ben-Gurion and Professor 
Weizmann on the one hand, and by 
Mr. Gemal Husseini and Mr. Auny 
Abd-ul-Hadi on the other. 
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“DIVIDE AND RULE” 


We consider that the basic dif- 
ficulty concerning the problem of 
Palestine does not consist in a col- 
lision of interests between Jews and 
Arabs. The present antagonism is a 
consequence of constant incitement 
and intrigues conducted during the 
past 28 years on behalf of British im- 
perialism. The following examples 
may serve as proof of the application’ 
of the policy known as “divide and 
rule”: 

Stimulation by [the British] Gov- 
ernment of the Arab and Jewish 
economic boycott; the existence of 
two different standards of wages, 
one for Jewish and one for Arab 
workers; the appointment of chauv- 
inist and reactionary elements to 


important public posts (e.g., to the 
post of town mayor); the support 


given to the reactionary forces 
among both peoples by the anti- 
democratic electoral system which 
helps to raise chauvinist elements, 
among Jews and Arabs to the post 
of municipal councillor; the intrigues 
conducted between the municipalities 
of Jaffa and Tel-Aviv by the incor- 
poration of Jewish quarters into Jaf- 
fa and of Arab villages into Tel- 
Aviv; the suppression for many 
years of the progressive forces fight- 
ing for Jewish-Arab cooperation, as 
well as discriminations still existing 
against these forces as regards the 
freedom of their press. 

During its years of rule, the colo- 
nial regime has done its utmost to 
make Jewish-Arab cooperation im- 
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possible, for such cooperation might 
seriously endanger the continuation 
of its rule. In its policy of “divide and 
rule,” the Mandatory Power is lean. 
ing, on the one hand, on the interests 
of the Jewish big bourgeoisie, which 
hopes to carry out its program of 
political and economic domination 
with the aid of British imperialism. 
On the other hand, the Mandatory 
Power is leaning on the represen- 
tatives of Arab landlords and big 
capital which are interested in pre- 
serving the backward feudal system 
in Palestine with the aid of British 
imperialism. 

During its period of rule, the pol 
icy of the Mandatory Power has been 
neither pro-Jewish nor pro-Arab; it 
was and is directed solely to promote 
British imperialist interests. The pre- 
sent political, economic, and social 
situation in Palestine is proof of this. 
After 28 years of British rule, neither 
Jews nor Arabs have a decisive voice 
in the affairs of the country. Only 
British officials have a determining 
voice in its fate. The chief economic 
branches of the country—banking, 
insurance, electric power, the potash 
enterprises, and others—are mainly 
in the hands of British capital. 

Indirect taxes, the lack of progres 
sive labor legislation and social legis 
lation, the lack of care for the small 
peasant and tenant, the setting aside 
of a great part (up to 25 per cent) of 
the annual budget for police and pri- 
sons, as against only 8 per cent for 
educational, health and social ser- 
vices, all go to prove the low eco 
nomic and social standards of the 
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popular masses in our country. 
Especially serious is the agrarian 
problem, since the Mandatory Power 
supports the great landowners. in 
maintaining the backward agrarian 
relations existing in the villages. The 
present situation is one of big landed 
proprietors existing on the one hand, 
and masses of small farmers, tenants 
and landless peasants on the other. 
As a result of this the masses of 
peasants and tenants live on a low 
social standard. The Mandatory 
Power, being uninterested in the so- 
lution of the agrarian problem, 
diverts the minds of the peasants and 
tenants towards racial discrimina- 
tions over the issue of land sales. 
The Mandatory Power sees in 
Palestine one of the important stra- 
tegic strongpoints enabling it to con- 
tinue the oppression of other parts 
of the Empire. The political and 
economic oppression of our country, 
which we outlined in detail in our 
Memorandum, is intended to defend 
the profits and expansion of British 
imperialism in this part of the world. 
Having been weakened during the 
war, British imperialism was forced 
to share the exploitation of part of 
its colonial wealth with American 
imperialism, as is exemplified by 
the Anglo-American oil agreement. 
Since the Mandatory Power bears the 
main responsibility for the lack of 
any democratic institutions in this 
country, for the low level of social 
conditions of the popular masses, 
and for the lack of security, and since 
itis the source of the conflict between 
Jews and Arabs, the abolition of the 
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British Mandate and the immediate 
transfer of the Palestine problem to 
the Security Council of the United 
Nations Organization is, under pre- 
sent conditions, the only way of as- 
suring the achievement of independ- 
ence for our country and avoiding 
disturbances of peace with it. 


A PARADOXICAL SITUATION 


We are here to voice heavy accusa- 
tions against the Mandatory Power 
and to defend the national and social 
interests of all inhabitants of this 
country, Jews and Arabs alike. 

The alien power has succeeded in 
creating the following paradoxical 
situation; a Commission appointed 
by the British Government in co- 
operation with the U.S. Government 
is to judge between Jews and Arabs, 
whereas the Security Council of the 
United Nations Organization, in act- 
ive cooperation with the factors di- 
rectly interested, #.c., the Jews and the 
Arabs, ought to judge the policy of 
the British Government in Palestine. 
Two peoples are living in Palestine, 
both wishing a free and peaceful life; 
therefore, every proposal for a poli- 
tical solution must be based on full 
equal rights for both national groups. 
We are convinced that a Jewish-Arab 
agreement is necessary and possible. 
All problems of this country can and 
must be solved by Jewish-Arab agree- 
ment based on the following founda- 
tions: 

1. An independent and democratic 
Arab-Jewish state. 

2. Establishment of democratic and 
elected institutions—legislative and 
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executive—which express the bi-na- 
tional character of the country and 
are based on the unshakable prin- 
ciples of equality of civil and national 
rights for both peoples. 
Democracy in, and the _inde- 
pendence of, the country will create 
the preliminary conditions for free 
development of Jews and Arabs 
without any discrimination. A dem- 
ocratic and independent regime in 
Palestine will strike a mortal blow 
at imperialist intrigues, which aim 
to disturb the peace and to incite one 
people against the other. Such a 


regime will create the conditions for 
the realization of a plan of economic 
development and for raising the 
standard of living of the popular 
masses of Arabs and Jews. 

The historical experience of the 


multi-national Union of Soviet So- 
cialist Republics, in which different 
peoples live in brotherhood, freedom 
and equality; the experience of peace- 
ful relations created between the peo- 
ples of the Balkans during the last 
few years, thanks to the abolition 
of the decisive influence formerly ex- 
ercised by foreign finance magnates 
and the big landowners, and thanks 
to the achievement of full political 
and economic independence by these 
countries—all this proves that only 
conditions of independence and de- 
mocracy of the dependent countries 
can make possible and create a 
regime of brotherhood of peoples and 
social advance. 

Instead of abolishing the British 
Mandate and furthering the inde- 
pendence of this country, the at- 
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tempt is being made to instituy 
an Anglo-American regime calle 
“Anglo-American Trusteeship.” Thi 
is in complete contradiction to th 
San Francisco Charter and to tk 
vital interests of Jews and Arabs ig 
Palestine. The meaning of such 
“settlement” would only be an in 
crease of colonial oppression. An ig 
ternational settlement, in a dem 
cratic spirit, of the Palestine problen 
instituted by the United Nationd 
Organization, can mean only: 

1. Immediate repeal of the Dr 


Second 
perialis 


would 


Fron 
jor par 


conic Emergency Regulations whidglit 's 


subject everybody in Palestine to ty 
discretion of any British police 
or soldier. 

2. Legal guarantee of the ba 
democratic rights to all citize 
without discrimination: freedom d 
conscience, organization, printing 
and press (except for fascists). 

3. Immediate establishment 


democratic, elected, countrywide img“ 


stitutions, the recognition of Palestim 
as an independent Arab-Jewish stat 
and withdrawal of the British Arm) 
from this country. 

Equality of civil and_ nation 
rights will be assured by a democrat 
constitution to be elaborated | 
representatives of the Jews and tt 
Arabs, and by guarantees of th 
United Nations Organization. 

We feel it our duty to sound 
warning against all intrigues aimin 
at the partition of this country. 
partition of this country would spe 
disaster to Jewish and Arab citizea 
alike. First of all, it would strang 
any possible economic developmen 
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Secondly, it would strengthen the im- 
perialist regime, since partition 
would mean dependence of both 
“gates” upon the imperialist British 
alers. Thirdly, such an arrangement 
would widen the gulf between Jews 
and Arabs. 

From this it follows that the plan 
for partition is an impertalist pro- 
gam designed to find a new form 
jor the continuation of the old British 
ule and for the increase of tension 
between Jews and Arabs. Therefore, 
it is evident that any such program 
ves not help the solution of the 
problem, but leads to its further com- 
plication. 

“The demand that Palestine be 
transformed into a Jewish State 
means, in fact, a demand for the par- 


ition of the country. The colonial 
power is interested in having the 
kws demand a Jewish State and the 
Arabs an Arab State. The inevitable 
result of both these demands is the 


continuation of colonial rule over 


ws and Arabs alike. 


HOW TO ASSIST 
EUROPEAN JEWRY 


The sufferings endured by the 
kwish people in this war are beyond 
description. Six million Jews have 
xen massacred in the most cruel 
way. 

The persecution of Jews is a con- 
Bxquence of the system of class op- 
pession. The exploiting classes are 
@utcrested in diverting the wrath of 
he oppressed masses towards the 
kws. Racial hatred and anti-Semit- 
mm have been fostered for many 


generations by the exploiting classes. 
Fascism, the most cruel enemy of de- 
mocracy, is the most cruel form of 
cannibalistic anti-Semitism. 

Therefore, the fate of European 
Jewry and of the Jewish people as a 
whole depends, above all, on the fate 
of democracy. A better future for the 
Jewish people will be ensured only 
to the extent to which democracy is 
developed. 

The best assistance to European 
Jewry is the destruction of the rem- 
nants of fascism and the destruction 
of anti-Semitism. The lack of sin- 
cerity in the proclamations of sym- 
pathy by the Governments of Britain 
and the United States towards the 
Jewish people is evident from the 
fact that they encourage the forces 
of reaction and anti-Semitism in 
Europe, the forces of General Anders 
(the assassins of Jews in Poland), the 
forces of Mikhailovich, and the 
Franco regime. Even in their own 
countries they grant full freedom to 
fascists and anti-Semites. 

Secondly, the lack of sincerity on 
the part of the Governments of 
Britain and the United States is ex- 
pressed by the closing of their 
countries to Jewish refugees and 
Jewish displaced persons. 

Thirdly, this lack of sincerity is 
reflected in the detention for such 
a long period of time of tens of thou- 
sands of Jews under the hardest 
conditions in camps within the 
British and American zones of oc- 
cupation in Germany. 

It is imperative to put an end ‘to 
the scandalous existence of such 
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camps in Germany! It is necessary 
to transfer the Jews to normal life 
at once! It is necessary to stop the 
encouragement given by the British 
and American Governments to the 
assassins of the Jews in Europe! 

We reject the conception that the 
Jewish problem will be solved by the 
establishment of a Jewish State in 
Palestine. Even those who demand a 
Jewish State admit that nine-tenths 
of the Jewish people will remain 
where they are at present. The solu- 
tion of the Jewish problem cannot 
be brought about by immigration but 
by the victory of the forces of democ- 
racy, by the complete uprooting of 
anti-Semitism and fascism. The full 
solution of the Jewish question will 
only be achieved by the victory of 
Socialism. 

We demand that the problem of 
Jewish displaced persons be solved by 
an international settlement along the 
following lines: 

1. The refugee camps must be 
abolished immediately. 

2. Within the framework of the 
international settlement, those Jewish 
inmates of camps who want to do so 
are to be given the opportunity to 
immigrate into Palestine, the U.S.A., 
Britain, and other countries. 

3. Contact is to be permitted to be 
established between the represen- 
tatives of the democratic govern- 
ments and the Jewish communities 
in Europe and the Jews in camps in 
Germany in order to enable those 
Jews who wish to do so to return to 
their countries of origin where dem- 
ocratic systems exist. 


The demand that Palestine be 
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transformed into a Jewish Sta 
prevents Jewish-Arab agreement 
the question of immigration. Such » 
agreement is possible if the questi 
of the participation of Palestine in tk 
solution of the problem of Jewis 
displaced persons will not be cop. 
nected with the political, anti-demo 
cratic plans of the Jewish Ageng 
representatives. 

On the other hand, the absolur 
extremist and uncompromising 2 
titude of the representatives of th 
Arab Higher Committee, also pr. 
vents any agreement. 

At the same time, it must & 
pointed out that the situation i 
which the question of immigration 
has become one of the most im 
portant points of antagonism kk 
tween Jews and Arabs is a result ¢ 
the encouragement given to the rea: 
tionary Jewish and Arab forces by 
the Mandatory Power during all tk 
years of its existence. Thus, the Ma 
datory Power has succeeded it 
diverting the minds of large section 
of the Jewish and Arab public fron 
the prime problem of our country- 
the struggle against colonial rule an 
for the independence of Palestine. 

We are sure that Jews and Aras 
will achieve agreement on the que 
tion of immigration as part of 3 
general democratic agreement on d 
the problems of Palestine. The e 
istence of British colonial rule i 
Palestine is the principle fact 
hampering a Jewish-Arab agreement. 
The abolition of the Mandate ani 
the evacuation of the British forces 
from Palestine will help to accelerat 
the achievement of this agreement 





LESSON FOR AMERICA 


By STANLEY RYERSON 


THE LESSON OF GERMANY: A 
GUIDE TO HER HISTORY, by 
Gerhardt Eisler, Albert Norden, Al- 
bert Schreiner. International Pub- 
lishers, New York. Price $2.25. 


In the opening passage of Germany, 
Revolution and Counter-revolution, 
Engels speaks of the signal, crushing 
defeat suffered by the revolutionary 
forces of 1848, and points to the need 


of performing a very necessary piece 


of work: “the study of the causes that 
necessitated both the late outbreak and 
its defeat; causes that are not be sought 
for in the accidental efforts, talents, 
faults, errors or treacheries of some of 
the leaders, but in the general social 
state and conditions of existence of each 
of the convulsed nations. . . .” 

It is in this light that we, today, must 
conduct a searching study of the causes 
that led to the establishment of a fas- 
cist dictatorship in Germany, and to 
the ensuing catastrophe of a second 
world war. In America, particularly, 
it is of the utmost urgency that the 
whole labor movement and democratic 
camp should speedily grasp the reasons 
for the defeat of the German working 
dass in 1933, and how that defeat at 
the hands of fascism led to unspeak- 
able disaster for the German nation, 


and to the unparalleled suffering that 
World War II inflicted on mankind. 
The forces of imperialism which im- 
posed the Nazi tyranny on Germany 
and powered its drive for world dom- 
ination are in essence the same as 
those which today threaten the peace 
of the world. And the policy of work- 
ing class and people’s unity, which 
could have spared Germany and the 
world the horrors of fascism, is the 
one which, under new conditions, must 
prevail, if we are to avert disaster in 
America and worldwide atomic war. 
The Lesson of Germany, written in 
the United States by three German anti- 
Nazis, is a valuable, sorely-needed con- 
tribution to the understanding of the 
fascist menace. In its concise outline of 
the main stages in Germany’s develop- 
ment from the time of the Peasant War 
in 1525 down to the present, the book 
lays bare the grim causality that en- 
gendered the Third Reich. One is 
struck, not only by the way in which 
repeated triumphs of reactionary classes 
prepared the ground for the ultimate 
degradation, but, even more, by the 
lost opportunities at historic turning 
points, when the chance to change the 
direction of development to a progres- 
sive course was let slip. The insight 
into those lost opportunities is at the 
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heart of the lesson—and the warning— 
of the German experience. 

Monopoly capital, particularly its lead- 
ing circles, the men of the Steel Trust 
and the big banks, established the 
Nazi terror regime. Therefore, an un- 
derstanding of the concrete peculiarities 
of capitalist development in Germany 
will help to illuminate the historical 

rocess whereby reaction established its 
von of operations in that country. At 
the same time, it is the general sig- 
nificance of the class forces, their 
character and movement, that provides 
the compelling lessons for American 
democracy. This book covers both of 
these aspects, explicitly and by in- 
ference. 


HISTORICAL BACKGROUND 


German imperialism developed 
within a framework that bore the 


imprint of an era of retarded develop- 


ment. The defeat of the early peasant 
rising and the devastation of the Thirty 
Years War, combined with the coun- 
try’s unfavorable position in relation 
to the merchant empires that arose in 
Western Europe, stunted the growth 
of the German bourgeoisie. The bour- 
geois-democratic revolution met with 
defeat when the liberal bourgeoisie 
joined forces with feudal reaction 
against the proletariat. The German 
state was unified, not in a victorious 
democratic evolution, but “from 
above,” and by a Junker and bourgeois- 
conservative alliance. 

Thus, the defeat of the 1848 revolu- 
tion, under the conditions that pre- 
vailed in Germany, laid the ground- 
work for the participation of reaction- 
ary Prussian landlordism in the ruling 
circles and the state machinery; and 
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this in turn was to prove a bulwark o 
counter-revolution in the upheaval 
1918. 

It is in imperialist reaction that the 
evil roots of fascism are to be found, 
The Pan-German Society, consisting of 
leading industrial and feudal magnate, 
was founded in 1891; and as th 
authors point out, it operated through 
the Conservative and National Liber 
parties. Its doctrines were later taken 
over and “embellished” by the Nazis 
The ideologists and agencies of rex. 
tion grew and were nurtured within 
the old-line parties long before th 
crystallization of a mass fascist party 
That fact surely has its counterpart in 
the political scene in the United State: 


The ideology of racism is the out 
growth of imperialist chauvinism. Th 
German “master race” theory reached 
its climax in the ravings of Goebbek 
and Hitler, and found its bestial ap 
plication in the mass murder factories 
of Maidanek and Oswiecim; but it 
primary source lay in the lust for world 
domination of the German imperialist 
monopolies. In this connection, the 
blunt reminder given by Stalin in his 
interview on Churchill can by no means 


be taken lightly: 


In this respect, Mr. Churchill and his 
friends remind one remarkably of Hitler and 
his friends. Hitler began to unleash war ly 
announcing his racial theory, declaring thi 
only those people speaking the German lat 
guage represent a fully valuable nation. Mr 
Churchill begins to unleash war also b 
enunciating a racial theory, maintaining that 
only nations speaking the English language 
are fully valuable nations, and are called 
upon to decide the destinies of the enti 
world. 


Anglo-Saxon chauvinism, which i 
a most powerful ingredient in the 
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ideology of British imperialism, is by 
no means an insignificant component 
of the ideology of reaction in the Eng- 
lish-speaking, monopoly-capitalist — sec- 
tor of North America. The struggle 
against fascism and the war danger in 
America cannot be fully developed or 
successfully waged if that fact is “over- 
looked.” 

Together with the chauvinist myth 
of the “master race,” fascism employs 
the weapon of anti-Communist hysteria 
—the “Bolshevik menace.” While the 
former is the fantastic expression of the 
imperialist drive for the subjugation of 
other nations and for world conquest, 
the latter is the expression of the class 
hatred of the monopoly capitalists for 
the proletariat, and of their hysterical 
dread of their inevitable downfall as a 
ruling and exploiting class. 

Characteristically—and most _ sig- 
nificantly—this weapon was likewise 
employed by Churchill, and furnished 
the main burden of his call for war. 

In 1918, when the Kaiser was over- 
thrown and Workers’ and Soldiers’ 
Councils were taking form from Ba- 
varia to the Baltic, the betrayal of the 
revolution was carried through under 
cover of anti-Communist hysteria. “We 
made an alliance in the struggle against 
Bolshevism,” said General Groener, of 
his alliance with the Social-Democrats 
Ebert, Noske and Scheidemann. 


GERMAN SOCIAL-DEMOCRACY 


Just as in 1848 the liberal democrats 
finched from carrying through the 
struggle and betrayed the revolution, 
0 in 1918 the leaders of the new Wei- 
mar Republic chose to form an alliance 
with reaction rather than to struggle 
for its defeat. And the artisans of this 
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new betrayal were the leaders of the 
Social-Democratic Party. 


In reality, the Ebert-Hindenburg alliance 
represented a conspiracy against the demo- 
cratic Revolution and aimed at: retaining the 
Imperial officers’ corps as the backbone of 
the new army; maintaining the bureaucratic 
state apparatus; and rescuing the landed es- 
tates of the Junkers and the factories of the 
Pan-German industrialists (pp. 78-9). 
exem- 


German _ Social-Democracy 


plified in classical form the operation 
of monopoly-capitalist influence within 
the ranks of the labor movement. The 
authors of The Lesson of Germany 
point to the idealized presentation of 
imperialism given by these “Socialists”: 


The right-wing of German Social-Democ- 
racy had long spread the idea that an en- 
largement of Germany's colonial empire and 
an expansion of outlets for German capital 
would also benefit the workers and therefore 
deserved the support of German labor (p. 65). 


The social basis for this perversion 
of working-class ideology and_ policy 
was the corruption of sections of the 
labor movement by monopoly capital: 

After a period of ascension, which made 
the German working class the pride and 
hope of every progressive group in the world, 
it fell more and more under the influence of 
the upper strata of the labor movement. 
These forces, corrupted by German imperial- 
ism, embodied the typically German spirit of 
servility and philistinism toward the reac- 
tionary ruling classes, their ideas, and their 
institutions” (p. 208). 

On the home front, the Social-Demo- 
crats “justified” their capitulations to 
reaction by echoing the anti-Commu- 
nism of the big bourgeoisie. In foreign 
policy, they employed the same device. 
Today, Bevin echoes the Tory imperial- 
ist Churchill with slanders against the 
Soviet Union as “the main threat to 
world peace.” In post-1918 Germany, 
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the Social-Democratic leaders had set 
the same pattern: one of their chief 
spokesmen, Hoersing, declared that 
Soviet Russia “has developed into the 
greatest menace to Europe, in fact, to 
the entire world” (p. 122). 

On this side of the Atlantic, the 
Dorothy Thompsons and Dubinskys in 
the United States and the Coldwells in 
Canada play the same wretched game, 
that of spokesmen of imperialist reac- 
tion within the “liberal-labor” camp. 

Fascism came to power in Germany 
at the behest of monopoly capital 
within that country, and with the active 
encouragement and _ assistance of 
finance-capitalist circles in Britain and 
America. Only the united action of the 
working class heading an anti-fascist 
people’s coalition could have barred the 
road to fascism. Rejection of such unity 
by Social-Democracy made possible the 
accession to power of Hitler; and the 
same policy of betrayal in Britain and 
France made possible the carrying 
through of Munich, and opened the 
road to war. 

The fight for anti-fascist working- 
class and people’s unity, in struggle 
against the main monopolist centers of 
reaction, and against all capitulations to 
monopoly pressure however it may be 
disguised—this is the one and only 
guarantee of fascism’s defeat. It is to 
the undying shame of Social-Democ- 
racy that it chose, throughout the entire 
period of fascist advance, to serve mo- 
nopoly capital as “a bulwark against 
the Left.” It is to the undying honor 
of the Communists that they fought 
with all they had, to avert the impend- 
ing catastrophe. 

Yet Communist policy itself has to be 
hammered out in unceasing struggle 
against hostile pressures; and the au- 
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thors of this book correctly point to the 
shortcomings in the German Commu 
nist Party’s approach to the struggle for 
anti-fascist unity. In addition to th 
elements of sectarianism in the Commu. 
nists’ fight for Communist-Socialis 


unity, the authors point out that: 


After the [economic] crisis set in, the Com- 
munists continued to advance the slogan of 
a socialist Germany. They hoped that in the 
course of the depression millions of Germans, 
particularly workers, would be convinced of 
the necessity to break the power of the Ger. 
man financial and industrial trusts and th 
big landowners and establish socialism. But 
they overlooked the fact that in clinging w 
the slogan of a socialist Germany as a way 
out of the crisis, they played into the hand 
of the Social-Democrats who were not even 
ready to defend the bourgeois Weimar Repub- 
lic, the most elementary democratic liberties 
or the most urgent social demands of th 
people (p. 145-6). 


THE RESPONSIBILITY OF 
THE GERMAN PEOPLE 


On the vitally important question of 
historic responsibility for the crimes of 
the Hitler regime, the authors state 
squarely: “. . . the German nation, in- 
cluding the great majority of the work. 
ers, became an instrument of Nazism” 
(p. 194). And further: 


The great mass of the German people fol: 
lowed the Nazis, rejoiced in their victories 
Participated in their outrages, profited from 
their booty, or passively tolerated their bar- 
barous rule. The heroes of the underground 
swam futilely against the current of the er 
tire Nazi-infected nation. . . . The existence of 
this underground does not free the Germa 
nation of its guilt; rather is the fate of this 
underground one more proof of Germany’ 
submission to Nazism” (pp. 205-6). 


The defeat of German fascism was 
brought about not from within, but by 
the armies of the United Nations. The 
extirpation of fascism in Germany, 
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which requires the uprooting of the 
monopolist and feudal classes from 
which fascism sprang, is the joint re- 
sponsibility of the United Nations and 
the reviving working-class and demo- 
cratic forces within the country. While 
the working class failed to play its 
part in preventing the coming to power 
of fascism, and in working for its 
downfall, it remains true that it did 
provide the primary source for such 
resistance as did develop, and that, by 
virtue of its class position in society, 
it is the inevitable antagonist of the 
classes that breed reaction. 

Not only is this judgment being con- 
firmed in the Soviet zone of occupation, 
where the terms of Crimea and Pots- 
dam are being carried out to the letter; 
but the Anglo-American violations of 
those agreements, and the attempts to 
preserve in Western and Southern Ger- 


many the power of monopolist reaction, 
give heightened emphasis to the re- 
sponsibility of the working-class and 
people’s forces for seeing to it that the 
uprooting of. reactionary power is in- 
deed carried through. Fulfillment of 
this task is a prime necessity for the 
winning of the peace. The fight for 
policies directed to that end is part and 
parcel of the developing struggle against 
imperialist monopoly in the United 
States, Britain and Canada. 

The Lesson of Germany brings to 
that struggle a greater clarity of under- 
standing, one that is born of the terrible 
and bloody experience of a nation sub- 
jugated by fascist bestiality, demagogy 
and térror. This book is indeed a posi- 
tive contribution to the battle against 
fascism in America. This time, if the 
world is to survive, the camp of de- 
mocracy must be the one to triumph! 


SOVIET POLICY IN DISTORTED FOCUS 


By JOHN STUART 


SOVIET POLITICS AT HOME AND 
ABROAD, dy Frederick L. Schu- 
man. New York: Alfred A. Knopf. 


1946. $4. 663 pp. 


It is almost impossible to define the 
thesis of Professor Schuman’s book. He 
says many things and in fact has writ- 
ten several books in one. The total is a 
baffling agglomeration of ideas without 
unifying substance. There are sections 
on the life of the Soviet community 
which reveal painstaking research and 
serve admirably to refute those who 
take their data from the Hearst press 
and the books of Max Eastman, Wil- 


liam A. White, and David Dallin. On 
the other hand, Schuman can write 
unmitigated nonsense. He has walked 
into the trap of eclecticism and he has 
walked into it with such deliberateness 
that even the acceptable features of his 
book are blurred and diluted by the 
bias which ruled his pen. The warmon- 
gers will be able to make capital of his 
work because they can say that even this 
“sympathetic” student of the U.S.S.R. 
warns in effect against Communism’ 
and Communists. 

In a preface full of thunder and 
technicolor, Schuman describes his 
credo. In essence it is that of the sophis- 
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ticated petty-bourgeois academician 
who seemingly admires the Soviet 
Union at the same moment that he is 
opposed to its “illiberal methods.” He 
is persuaded that the “good society is 
one in which a maximum measure of 
personal liberty and representative de- 
mocracy is combined with a maximum 
diffusion of private enterprise and own- 
ership of property.” This is his eco- 
nomic focus as well as the springboard 
from which he leaps into Soviet insti- 
tutions, life and politics. It delineates 
exactly what can be expected from the 
book. The sum of it is a collection of 
useful fact and citation leading in one 
direction, while his petty-bourgeois prej- 
udices pull in another. 

The reader, then, cannot look for 
anything monistic in the way of a 
philosophy. And yet that is the one 
prerequisite for intelligent dealing with 
the U.S.S.R., just as some perception of 
its monistic, historical-materialist phil- 
osophy is the only gateway to grasping 
Soviet history. Schuman has a greater 
degree of awareness that the U.S.S.R. 
is not a jerry-built house than certain 
other writers have shown. But at the 
core he is only a rebellious liberal, criti- 
cal of the “corruption of Democracy by 
Money” without being able (or willing) 
to resolve his rebellion. He is both 
“anti-capitalist” and anti-proletarian. 
He moves at a furious pace between 
both classes, rationalizing his oscillation 
as objectivity and worshipping it as the 
source of freedom. His movement be- 
tween irreconcilable contradictions is 
expressed in a belief that “unless the 
best of two worlds can be brought to- 
gether in a new synthesis, One World 
will be irreparably shattered and all the 
hopes of liberalism will wither and 
perish.” That has all the sound of sage 


opinion, but it reveals his failure to 
see the seamless cloth out of which the 
Soviet Union is cut. Recently the Soviet 
publicist, A. Sokolov, in reply to the 
same fond hope of another writer, re 
marked that it reminded him of one 
of Gogol’s characters who wished for a 
lover having the nose of one of her 
suitors and the lips of another. 

The net weight of what Schuman 
has attempted is what he himself ac- 
knowledges. It will please neither the 
friends of the U.S.S.R. nor its defamers, 
Professor Schuman apparently takes 
great comfort in his isolation from the 
two categories. For one, it conforms to 
the most severe stipulations for aca 
demic aloofness in a dispute that shakes 
the world; for another, he has the dubi- 
ous pleasure of being both “for” and 
“against” —always a requirement for 
bourgeois academic security. But on 
the face of it the posture is ludicrous, 
no matter how it is rationalized. It 
leads to a bankruptcy of scholarship 
and a dead end in thought. Its crown- 
ing achievement is cynicism wrapped 
in egotistical calculation. If Professor 
Schuman hopes thereby to keep his 
academic robe unsoiled, he is merely 
perpetuating self-illusion. Mr. Rankin 
will love him no more than Mr. Dies 
did a few years ago. 

The base on which Schuman builds 
his pyramid—Soviet men, manners and 
means—is not the solid concrete of 
economics or the social and_ political 
institutions arising upon it. His “hom- 
age” to Marx is typical Time-Life 
bluster. “Marxism,” he writes, “was 
founded and propagated as a gospel for 
urban ‘wage-slaves’.” Marxism is pre- 
sented with stale cynicism as a sect with 
religious dogma and the Marxists as 
priests of a mystical faith. Unlike others 
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who have written “critiques” of Marx- 
ism, Schuman does not even attempt 
one. He finds solace in the fact that it 
has been done and that anything he 
might add “would be a work of super- 
erogation.” In other words, he refuses, 
even if he could, to grapple with Marx- 
ist science. And after having “annihi- 
lated” Marxism through anonymous 
“annihilators,” at the close of the book 
he feels competent to imply (it takes 
extraordinary courage to say) that 
Marxism is quite dead. The joke, of 
course, is on Professor Schuman; for 
never has a ghost been so alive and 
never has one so haunted the world 
or built such a country as the Soviet 
Union. 

In approach, then, Schuman is largely 
diplomatic and political, and his is a 
peculiar politics. For all his effort he 
cannot get at the dynamo which gen- 
erated the October Revolution. He can- 
not or will not see the clash of antago- 
nistic classes issuing from the produc- 
tion relations of Czarist society out of 
which the Revolution was born or how 
those opposites are in ceaseless conflict 
throughout the capitalist world. 


PSYCHOPATHOLOGY 
AND POLITICS 


This is revealed in gross form in 


the “theories” by which Schuman 
explains the leaders of the October 
Revolution as well as its renegades. 
The theories are mere refurbishments 
of tattered notions presented by other 
Schumans and they are a not too un- 
familiar admixture of psychoanalysis, 
crude materialism, and Christian so- 
cialism. But perhaps his forte is Freud, 
or equating Freud with Schumanized 
Marx. 


Thus, in probing the beginnings of 
Soviet society, he is led by his psycho- 
logism toward a one-sided, subjective 
explanation of the development of the 
Bolshevik Party, Lenin’s and Stalin’s 
leadership, the struggle against op- 
ponent elements and ideologies, etc. 
The id, the ego and the super-ego clash 
with historical materialism and out of 
the bloody fracas Professor Schuman 
emerges as the self-declared victor. So- 
viet society, instead of being the prod- 
uct of objective, dialectically developing 
historical forces in inter-action and con- 
flict, is merely the outcome of the revolt 
against the father-image. “Sons,” he 
writes, “have unconsciously hated their 
fathers, even while consciously loving 
them, long before Sigmund Freud 
dramatized the fact. Priest and police- 
man, Pope and Prince, God and King, 
Church and State are father symbols. 
Young men who have become atheists 
and professional challengers of the 
status quo have displaced their private 
father-hatred onto public objects.” And 
further, in explanation of Trotsky’s 
corruption: “Repressed insecurities and 
contradictions drove Trotsky to seek 
domination, to resent rivals, and at the 
same time to turn against whatever 
might have led him to his goal. In his 
response to Lenin as a father-image, 
love predominated over hatred in the 
later years of their relationship. In his 
response to Stalin, emerging as a new 
father-image, hatred predominated over 
love.” 

All the common-sense ridicule that 
can be heaped on the psychopathologi- 
cal school of politics will not suffice to 
exorcise its influence or expose its anti- 
Marxist purpose. Schuman may write 
that Marxism falls short of being a 
“reliable psychology”; but it is pre- 
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cisely Marxism, “the science of the 
general laws of motion—both of the 
external world and human thought” 
(Engels), which places psychology on 
its feet instead of letting it stand on its 
head in the middle of an idealistic 
puddle. 

“Men make their own history,” wrote 
Engels in Ludwig Feuerbach, “what- 
ever its outcome may be, in that each 
person follows his own consciously de- 
sired end and it is precisely the re- 
sultant of these many wills operating 
in different directions and of their 
manifold effects upon the outer world 
that constitutes history. Thus it is also 
a question of what the many individu- 
als desire. The will is determined by 
passion or deliberation. But the levers 
which immediately determine passion 
or deliberation are of very different 
kinds. Partly they may be external ob- 
jects, partly ideal motives, ambition, 
‘enthusiasm for truth and justice,’ per- 
sonal hatred or even purely individual 
whims of all kinds. But, on the one 
hand, we have seen that the many indi- 
vidual wills active in history for the 
most part produce results quite other 
than those they intend—often quite the 
opposite; their motives therefore in re- 
lation to the total result are thus of 
only secondary significance. On the 
other hand, the further question arises: 
What driving forces in turn stand be- 
hind these motives? What are the his- 
torical causes which transform them- 
selves into these motives in the brains 
of the actors?” 

Can Freudism answer these ques- 
tions? Can “father-hatred” offer a re- 
ply? Can Professor Lasswell with his 
psychopathological school of politics in 
which Professor Schuman is an honor 
student shed light on the issue Engels 
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presents? Flight to Freudism becomes 
an escape from class conflict, from un. 
derstanding its economic base and the 
driving forces of history which respec 
no man’s “father-hatred.” Freudism 
may be comforting to a middle-class 
historian who finds harbor from the 
world’s storms by a return to reaction. 
ary idealism, but it will not illuminate 
Soviet society, the struggles it has faced 
or the range of its future problems. 

The utter sterility of the psycho 
pathological school reveals itself in 
Schuman’s inability to grasp the rea 
content of the battle against Trotsky 
and Trotskyism. In place of a fruitful 
dialectical analysis, we are given a 
stream of words. “The actual fire of 
controversy,” he writes, “over principles 
was far too small to give rise to such 
tremendous clouds of smoke, sur 
charged with lightning, thunder and 
poisonous fumes. A crucial role was 
played by personality problems and by 
the varying capacity of different groups 
of revolutionists to adapt themselves to 
environmental changes.” 

To continue to write seriously 
in this vein of Trotsky and the 
Trotskyite camp, whose exposed fifth 
column activities proceeded from their 
fiendish hatred of the Soviet Union and 
the Marxist-Leninist principles on 
which it is founded, is to close one’s 
eyes to history’s confirmation of the 
political treason of Trotskyism. Cer- 
tainly, Schuman himself answered 
Schuman when, reviewing Trotsky's 
“biography” of Stalin, he branded 
Trotsky a fascist! 


REALPOLITIK 
AND REALITY 


As one reads more and more of Schv- 
man -he seems to be blown about by 
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all the wandering winds of bourgeois 
historiography. His eclecticism includes 
a little from Lasswell, a smattering 
from Keynes, a pinch of Freud, tidbits 
from Machiavelli, Beard, Mackinder, 
and heaven knows what else. And, of 
course, included is Realpolitzk. He is 
almost impervious to the full meaning 
of monopoly capitalism as the basis of 
the relations among the capitalist states 
in the imperialist epoch. If he has any 
conception of the market problem un- 
der capitalism, it has not helped him 
elucidate the foreign policies of what 
he calls the Atlantic Community or 
Atlantica. He is prepared to concede 
(and how that concession is self- 
defensively qualified!) that the central 
thesis of Lenin’s Imperialism “has in 
some measure been confirmed,” and 
that “few reflective observers of the 
world scene in the wake of World War 
II will care to argue that the explana- 
tion is completely wrong.” Why it is 
not completely right, Professor Schu- 
man is not at liberty to reveal. 

But without a thorough understand- 
ing of the economics of imperialism 
there can be no understanding of its 
negation in the economics of socialism. 
All foreign politics then become power 
politics, immoral and pragmatic. For 
Schuman, because of its pre-war strug- 
gles for collective security, the U.S.S.R. 
is less Machiavellian than the imperial- 
ist states, but it is Machiavellian none- 
theless. The outcome is a series of con- 
tradictions, utopian blueprints, and 
plain unmitigated nonsense. Here is 
arandom sampling. Contradiction: “If 
London and Washington are unable to 
accept Soviet ‘mastery’ of the Balkan 
and Danubian lands, or if Moscow is 
unable to accept Anglo-American mas- 
tery of the Western and Mediterranean 
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regions, there will be no peace.” And 
on the very next page: “Equally fatal 
[for the peace] are all projects for 
‘western blocs,’ ‘Soviet Blocs,’ ‘Anglo- 
American Unions,’ or other regional 
coalitions directed against counter-coali- 
tions.” Utopian blueprint: “The ulti- 
mate task of Soviet Muscovy [read 
Socialism] and the Atlantic Communi- 
ties [read capitalism] and one which 
is no longer a nebulous aspiration but 
a grimly practical necessity—is to trans- 
late into political terms on a world 
scale the timeless vision of the unity 
of man [read World Federation].” Un- 
mitigated nonsense: “The Kremlin 
holds aloof from the groping struggles 
of the colonial slum peoples for a 
place in the sun.” 

Professor Schuman is especially bent 
on his world federation or single world 
government idea. Because to him ail 
world politics are essentially power 
politics, he would excise these politics 
through a world parliament. But, in 
the present context of world relations 
a world parliament could only be a 
sham and a fraud. How realistically 
this is manifested by the rough-riding 
of imperialism, American and British, 
in the U.N., toward the destruction of 
world peace. 

Short of socialism a single world fed- 
eration is fantasy. As it is envisaged by 
the utopians today it can only provide a 
weapon against the elementary need 
of maintaining the vital cooperation of 
the Big Three. Schuman’s confused 
advocacy of it now contributes to con- 
cealing the nature of the world struggle 
and of the drive of monopoly capital 
toward war—the real power politics. 
There is, of course, no politics without 
power. But power for what and in 
whose interests? The basis of power is 
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economics, and capitalist economy in 
the monopoly stage cannot sustain it- 
self without lusting and hunting for 
markets abroad. In Anti-Diihring Eng- 
els wrote that “the expansion of the 
market cannot keep pace with the ex- 
pansion of production. The collision 
becomes inevitable, and as it can yield 
no solution so long as it does not burst 
the capitalist mode of production itself, 
it becomes periodic.” That was a funda- 


mental truth about capitalism in the. 


epoch of free competition. Under im- 
perialism, in the epoch of monopoly, 
the market problem is infinitely more 
critical, indeed insoluble, leading to 
wars, to violent redivisions of the 
world’s markets. 

Socialist economy has no such prob- 
lem. The market is bottomless and 
production is limited only by the power 
to produce, while consumption is as 


great as production with the exception 
of the part used to expand and increase 
productivity. There can never be over- 
production and crises. Therein is the 
heart of Soviet foreign policy on a 
world scale. Therein are its non-aggres- 
sive roots, its desire and need for peace. 


These are the facts and they exig 
quite apart from Professor Schuman, 
and no matter how he distorts them ip 
Machiavellian terms they will continue 
to exist. There, finally, is the basic dif 
ference between the power wielded 
the Soviet Union and that wielded by 
the imperialist states. 

In his closing pages Schuman ap 
nounces the “end of the proletariat; 
Marxism cannot win in the West, 
says. Russia was an exception. Despite 
him, Marxism lives and proves its 
sourcefulness with each passing day 
Marxism is dead only in those morbi 
minds horrified by its strength and} 
the capacity of the Communist Partie 
through their growth and influence, 
refute their defamers. If Professor 
man thinks that he is the first one 
have wrapped Marxism in shrouds, le 
him quickly forego the illusion. Ot 
including the non-academic Hitler, 
tried to serve as morticians, only to 
the “corpse” display greater vi 
after each burial. The march of th 
world proletariat cannot be stopped 
And Marxism lights the way where th 
Schumans would darken it with thei 
pettifogging and obscurantism. 











